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4. ii? rircit ara£ arcf ^ 4 07 git urciw iiriftraj antag ^ fan I an$ an$ 

^ 'EqiBWUOl %? WT ^IRT ( ^ Tpr Tft ^ ) aft^ nrtnflTT trr ) d> 

cfte <*w wit & hp«h afp? ?ren in gen 4f fagig et I se tfjfcr 4 tft 
an^r sure ftRf I an$ an$ w ato *Wfi? wr ^grot % mi nrtfagj fagr? fonirf Its 
ftraiq Pi«^ fcwi w«? fiP faftra wff If* atci 7 ! aicHT nm^ iMt g>g ftpg i 
? rcfgrc tfrtfaw gtf in A tpr <t fenrfMf ntft eft i g? 

fcftfMl Tfg ift €t % ft'iitp 16 amfe 07 in gg ft> g?g nw ni eft 1 3 n^ an£ ^ ^ Tjg 
4t ift ft hto feuifbiirt % ft jr^tr ftRni 

5 . ft* nfifegi aifgrc ?g nmft gft 4 n^ 98 git ftwft ft ftfr? fggnf ft> fern ggim 

W I mgn ft ETEft in fHiwfufl i^Eft ft? 

fimR ft?? ^nft fen? nrifcnm in jpiftftg ^ wr^ ft mtftw zmfti tf wit i 

6. tje ft ft sm g?i $ ift nrtfag? amifiuil gg ftgR g?ft ft ftp? 3 98 ftt w 

afR ft<jtr> gft gjf l ftgw fggr£ ft ftRrr tie ft ft ft ft gjfagcr ft ftHf&ftw 
fftqftift gft; 

(I) ftEci gn gifftg> ftgng ft infcgjgg ft wr ft ft^ fftftg ft gg^n ft i 

(II) fftftt ft ^Eigft ft EEig EifegRR gft^ig I ftggr aiam gft am ggftff gft 

aftift ft arftft ^ggi^ w?ft gft ai^Efii Eft ft i 

(III) HTftraRE ft RTTft ft faftn $4 ftf , 1 % ^ t | ft^ ETOR ft 4 ftftE t EETtf) t I 

(Iv) ft&w»T crt 'fg' ft mftn tt gJTftrft Eft ft et Emft fttfft Efftfa sraftqc ttcte Eft ft 

erfo Eft ft ft I 

(V) JflftET ’H 4' 'wn*q 4 j WMm 1 *rn giEI H ll ^qinU l ft Eft if^B Eftg W1 ft ftft ft EftffiRT 
%^T ^iht niffeiJ I 

7. mi ^ 4s E5mm 4 ft^w ^eet$ 4j ften PPEm%g snwftrft ft :- 

(I) Tp ft ft ft % q}|V3xi« 4 %E3? Ij4 HlfiSlW'fUl CRT TjEET^ fft? Eft ft WTEftt EWTWft 4 ft t I 

(II) EBTTmE 5ll15|q>i<u| ft ®fft[ RfiftR Prftft gjft ft f$n? ’jof ftftnfiRjJR ftlfT EET t I 

(IH) ETEPEm: Eftft EE JI||?RI5VU| % Eft ECEft CRT ttrtwr Eft fft? Eft t | ftro OT2}fl 3W41 ftf 

ecte arft aftft ft srtSiRETfft er4 4t f$R f?iRn eet 4 I 

(Iv) 1?E ft ft ft 4y tniwtiw CRT E^TT fftft 3TEEE t I EE% 3TTKTTE EE aft ftTtf <?E ft ETftTPT ft 

aRftrpR Eft fftn et eetet I 

8. ft ft ft ft 45 ftjft ETTEEE CRT EET^ ft 3TRf%ft ft EEW 4 aft aft ftT CTE 4 IEft Elft ft 
ftftgyr 4 ft? Eftft er4 ett trete ft ftnn eetI 

9. E^EfTTO 5E ETEft ft SE jiftwi crt 27 ojfft 98 ft anftfftg a^ft 4gw 4 ftw ft fftrj 
E3TET EET I TE JEffitWE 4 ft ft ft ft CRT ESI* E$ Eft JTRfftp TSIRfftft ft ERftETR ER ftETl ft fofa 

ftTET EET W fft fftft ETfftjJT ft *f?TEWft ft ETTER ft ft WlftE Eft fftET ETET ETfftf I 4ftY 

ETRfETft ft ftft fft ETE<4 ft fftE ftg ft ET^EE EIH<4 ft 3Tl4 ftRTT ft? I afR ^u || q^u | ft ETTER ft 
EEgET fftjfE fftET ft? I ft ft fftrfE feRJ EET ET fft TTfftjWft Qft EftEE Er 4 ft ftERT 5E ETEft ft 
U U| [ q T , 1 ^ »nTiR ft fftER er 4 ft ETC an4 ftjfmft ft wft et1%t? I ce armE un ^ aftnEfftri an^E 27 
98 ft hiRc fftm eet I afR 13 arEEr98ft ere ft Eftnt 4 srenfftg fftin eet et I 




[VFT m—-«n*4] 


VTO WSiypJRB : 


3 


10. an# an# 4 snftrmm ftj hw anftwr fts aigww 4 22 ftitw 98 ml ym wnrrtfSra anftcy nwgn 
ftsmr I amf wti# tyw wiyftftra nitwit fts gw eft* bb hush t :- 

I BBPHTB S^WS HTfiHferui BB f4#Wl 4 BWSBI f aft? 5B f4*rfw my yimm t ftlS i?y 41 41 CHI HnP? 

yn4 m4 jroi4 awn h^WI fts ftp? gw wr4 aiB #141 mfl!P? fts qrn nrn cm wftn ottorwK 
nft gfton? aram qrn my? chi jtbth wft n# 4nn? ^wi nhs chi vmln wft y# t fbmn hpr 
W yp? Hl4 mi JWHI ftw yyr t I 

H BBPmy jhjwi srftrmm nB ftftwi 4 tou 4 ftn?n 41 41 41 cm ftsyft $4 qta fts wra 4 ftsyft 

JH5H fts wrWf ww?? srn awn jigws wif) wnn? hp?4 to) gw# y«y to) yftyiaft to wtby nrwr w) I 
Ml wth signs jhHwhot hb W? 4 yrmm ft 44 nml 4 gw# qrry nft wfhurfl 4 ftsro yiygy fts 

awn wft to f&ifftral 4 ar«w bt 4 #f afty 4n i<wm <hr wft fftswft gftm awn 
4m wn v3m<i'i«i y#t myft i 15 wo 5 <ft j % qtfyn wm h>ih wnr4 wfi aifon uftm sig n s 
ngw ftsy mr? I 

11. yy 41 41 41 4 an# an# ym chi sngn !N^ to) ft*yfttftrer an«n4 yy atyftnpy myft wft 
ftpmftwt wft :- 

I 

II 
M 


12. aiB ftw« ng 1904 4 btht# srawff fts ftp? 15 Bo no 41 * wft cy 4 nmy mmft afty mgw 
wh^ fts ftp? 41# fts 8 ynf 94 fts fftwfa 4 wry Rib t ftrwifts ftp? cyyyl 4 ml# jutoh ft ru t h y#t en 1 bb 
jhsh urge: an# an# yw chi fty m? awiftcy 4 nenm ngns snf&WHH chiw^ % 94 % f?Hfn nrt 
ynilftin wh^I afk wh# wlftn wt^ wfara an ^ t 4) #t 4? cnafwhi ^ wrea wbutt wmi t. 
na bthi# Milioi*1) % ftp? wnjrei jnn^l wjt gn^H n wh^ cj 1 ! wg4t an ^4 nn ar g a ki ftw nan # l 

13. car *n*i^ in ftw? wh3 4j ftp? -13 wwa 98 wl gw# 4 ytrs afty gym# uft n# | yrgw 
gnm# 4 j an#an#'7W^«?y4t4tafIcH^T r #3| l hr ftrftffy SHgfttfl % bth 4 gn: ftiftwn nwgfM 
toh qft I an# an# i?w ^ ftyim 11*nmy 98 * Hinran 4 j an#wi nO nftr 4t nagn nft ftryrt 11 
nm»w7 98 nft mhrf* awn mrt> qrmu ftnft ynn ^ i?*r #1 tft Bt mwam yt mnff #1^ wniT % 
mynny qjt ytm^ nft tnnft ml mrvff^m y wy4 wji an^wr ftan wi «n 114 ywny 98 mt an# an# yw % 
nwmwtroj aft 4 j yft -4ftn chi nwga eft n# nW ^ arreny ny yiftraim 4 14 yen? 98 ml ^5 wremrefty 
an^wi ^trft ftw friyrts CHM?y 41 41 ^1 * ftp? nryal to yrf to cWy <j4 ffrft yyp? yoryi 3f4ftry 
wi I 

5wft4ft | ii7n4ltf1af14’ft Hian*ii wml 4 j ftp? ygm am rto ftnn ftrym ?w aiwn wt 4 
flHny ftlrar hi ym # I 3iftcm to yjmyftfty yjy^ to ftp? yynfc show ftrftrof nil ran 4 gr? ^ 
stymy w bb my^ 4> ynen w4qr#1 my4 mi ftaftn ftw ym I 

15. snftrmw cm mftn wnnnwfty an4yt wn# w* *wtrmv chi y41mn y#1 ftrar m . ^#14 mm 
fts sjymr 17 wyy 98 mr an4wi ygam snfftmvui to yry« m i afmftnl to aiftm ftufn to arorefty op I 


ftntm 22 gwr#, 98 to anew 4 nc ftrufftn # ft» mi g4w41 nym 4 yndwy y#i ftw hi 
wrmm I 

nunmy wyr aif&ftyy 1963 wft ohi 48 -61 4s awffi snfSrtsm ysi wsraf^w rft y4 ftnn mv4 
afty ynfl yyn ^ wng to 4 nws yftftm # I 

nwnmy sigws snftrmm mi wyft wl# ml f44wi 44 , swh wn4 afty ygw myft mr ml# 
rniafylB y#t ft afty wb bbj aif&ftny to) enyi 48-61 fts arafty y#i * | 
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16. aptfamfs?cTft(|]4ls?stfsRi[gp^p?Rsft ftftnaft As tot] to ftp? to pettotI aft? | II] 
cr? ttot 1 ^ sm? sift ftftpail ft? ftp? ] to fos? to MTiiwft % top 3 sft »mft ft tort sregfawn 
fftn? I Peftm pprr A ttto ft sjroft teipfaft ftft ft ft 
]l] 41 to TO { psh ft ftftpaft ft mp? ) fft? to petpr :- 

|ft <r 41 4t (ft sm aisrftl mrR ft ftlroaft ft w? fft? to prrRTftl As tow ft pIst toe sot wrf 

toe ft£ p*p? cRTft sm sjjt^p ft nsti sunfftp wrai pi(2><w? yftftlftlTOTOPftTOftftlft 
ft t?r ftftpaft As -*fY?r? appr ft aft? ?ft ptr As srfy ^rr»fT $ ft1 p?r As tow ft ptr pfn 

Pift to arfftprw ftlwR fttR yftwl % to «rr»it aft? ftrol ft ft vjff ptr ft anft t f&Rft *TR?ffw 

ptr «rftrf3TEm ptr, ft1 *1 to to ^ ptr ft ftpraft As Try? ?pt tpje ft ft aft? ep sror 41 
TO TO 4 fa*? TO falft PTOeR ftl fas? SR 4< M El ' , Tjfti P*P7 P^eT pft fft? TO TRlft I 
|ys ] 41 to TO it anwR sftn to pr? etpp smu £ I un-Tf awfa wtc arPTO ft arran? sir ft yRff ft 

WRHlftH fowl TOTP ft ft ftlftt ftPT TO pftp fft? fftpT sjy^ PTR ft TfcPft ftl ftlTR anft pft 

tfje A Trpron ft -fttntH pr?ft ft1 TOft ft sr 41 sft ft As tpje ft ftfaRR sirr-pept ft srftfft? 
w?*T(R As fos? ftiro wft p^w TOf t «rfT wrtrw ns t Tnn 11 «rf arr^ w 'jof ^pff TRff 
HiTT^I ^5 7TTO 71W TRE' JTHT^I ^ ET7»R7 q?Hf q577mtl 7 lft'3TT^3TT^'75f , Kt^f 

^1 Tft ^#1 ift wfl tre S’w ns] mr^f ftr? fan m? tit &n{ &r£ w ^ ^ 
TT^ft ^ bW S’? ’ft y*R7 WRf 7RE 5IR7 ?T*T ^Sinj^l I 
i 7 ! ] TJIW ^R5 7TF TTTffcT WT^I TR ^1 xft sfl ?jjf JJTCtTC ^ %7ft 

TOR W1 lonf WTO BTf% fl 7^1 t f^RT^J foR WTO wf?T^f¥r Sift «Rft aimTO t SR TO 

^ wtrT sr hr^ sjft^ jiry n 3Rnj I 

{^1 ] HBIMSH ^TIRI MlSftiR 1 963 qft ETRT 60 ]7S] As 3T-JTTR ^ 41 ift rff qft ^rofl qft SffTOI 7TR 
iofliaft SR Rtw TRff W ^RIW f^RT .JIRT # I OT?t 50 jSJT ] As 5RI SRR ^TO3)1 
TRlft WT Hll&flJW ftsiT SRI t 7 f^5 ftRft ^Ff sfal ^5 7HR A WTf TOT JTR7 ?RT^ WT Rt <RR As 

7f^5T ft SftTI SPTTfT ft SR 7 ^ TP Wt ftRfl TOT WRT TOft Sift UBISTT ft 3^7 7 ftt ftt I STRT 6Q 

{ 75 ] ftl ^IRR ft^ft Mn*1 ftSRR ftl Hn*1 ft fttftsft SJ7 PRft flic^l fttsft PRft TTcft Mn^ 
ftroaft As 50% ft arlSnu ftl Tift ftf tostt I srrftr? ^ft TOft ft Rftf ftsr / snrft sm^r fts tt^e As 

ftlSR *TTqT W 5R7SR fftlSJ fftsTT sj*f 41 41 (ft SRR flft 7fftTT3lfl ft ^JTRft ft , ft)q« SRR { 7 ftj 
ftp TOE HPR ] 7RTS? TUT TOlft ft afR SR ft WP ftl ftfcft SR ?fft ftft ft TOST ft PRTS? 

R? sjtr ^TOt As 50% ft Wf&PJ pft I 

(S6) 3TT^ MT< s?5T As STOf SRSRR SRR ft s^tft 7RP ftsftl PtRftlp ftTO sjji Pft TOft I TOTSR 
SRR pft wft TOP E7TJTT fttft Pl«7)ffia ftid Plft ft I- ^ftl ftTOR ftroft aft? sftp TOE 3RT 
ftsnafl ft TOST ft sjfl TOrf ERT TOP sft sm TOft ft , TOR TOIoftR 3ft? TOP ^{TO ft fftft S^T ft 
ft ft si^iH SJFTO1 ft I VS ^TOt. ft TOTSRR RRT 1 963 Sift OTP 50 (w) ft STRTtfp 

ftsp fftafftp sft smft Tjrffts? I 

(p ) sfpftftft.^TRftftTO TOrt ftftETftsftftT^ftsfts^ftftzijIaiTftTO^ Sjnft SR wft 
TO TOE 5RR Pft TOTTP1 Oiwlfft ft ^5^ s^ 7 ft ftptwl ft ftro TjfttP TORRTRT ( PtMlffip 
ftro) sm fTT*T TOTft ft I S^r ft ft ft ft HPR Slip TOE 5 Rr1 TO To TP fftsRP ft Rt ^ 

ft ft ft SRH jrjto 4 TnftpT ft aft? sft ftp ftt ft ap?-ft ft 1.60 Po aft? 1,80fto p ft c ft 
ftp ft I 

(v) SR 41 ft ft , sft TO ft ft ft Pmffi si Sjjpff ft TO*J ft TTS1E PTO pft TOP 7PT ft I PTSfftfft ^ 

TO sfi ft pit sjrrft sn^ prftf sft ft sr 41 ft ft ^ ^tp top? to fTOf^sr ftroft ft tjttp TOft 

deft ft I ftsRT SRPP? SRR Sift sipft snft pi ft TO SOTft ?RE PPR 5RRT PRfilJ ft SR ft ft pft 
ppft prft sM pft $ft gjiftl tre PPtft ft sjp arrpffrsp fsWtpftp aft? ar^fhp ft aft? sr p^ffft 
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% Pmfai ft wiftrtr fftsmf ft itotto to ft jrf^npr t , sufa? 5Trf&ro?xJT ftft fftft) TOrftf ?re 
JT'TFT ft) WJTA ft) vft^RT ?ft) t TOTOOT TO aTTWR X|)n ft) XR7 t?cl ( gmf XRH ft) TfftRT^fT ft TOOT?) 

w wrfr n) aft? tot?) tot tftft tot) ft wht?rxjt fftm ^rmr nt ft) wi ft) ftftnaft & ft)n? 
3TT% mft Hi<pf?i* tojjt ft A totoi ft ^jroft n) I ft) xrj ^ ^ ^ *ji^ xrt? Aft ft)maft ft) %r? 
3(W ? if) 4{H % TOTt $ 3TOT t I H[f&»T(u| qTR ft) ftlmaft ft TJvJT?ft TO) aft? ?T?T 
3wm mfozft ft) ? ?) TORft to?) aft? ? TOrft sift otto) ft? tow ft xftn toe tot?) aft? xra? 
A totto? ~ot?< arftrfftw? 1963 ft) wrt 60 Jw J As mi) % st-jot? n PiqftH to? ?ttoot 

#1 

18) tor ?qhft (ynf w? ft) ftRrari ft; ftta?) xr fft? to nrnro? 

fa) ym otto) ft 3 tor ?Tfr gotf to? ft) ft)?raft ft ft)?? tor w?i xr wot fairo Rim ft I aft? torch 
uft a?wR xft? ft touT ft whi^Ra fam toot t ft) w?*m? ft£) ft) TOft tori fftft) ftro hit 
yfa? fftv fftn ^mf to? ft) fttmaft ft fttn? nppfftro toje ft totot ft ftturor Kwft 11 
fa) tot?) hit aimR ftft ft otto) ft wtto?rr antf amf t^ ft) arof) ft?) ert fftwr >m?TT # aft? to ft) 
ft) ft) cri ftftf ?jfftwTT? ?pym «nff w?nf TOftt I 

fa) anoR ftn ft-woi ?rw wrftf ft tow ft' ?mw trh ^jaro) aft? tot?) toe n^ft w ^ ft) ft) ft) ft) 

jmi’i fftw arnn 1 1 

) Wi «ft) ^ft? iftd tiffi trtr) ft art?rftw an^ amtf w ft) imftf ?rt jrir) hjt ^tort HRft ft 
fcT? fftq*l fftOT TOT ft 

( "9 ) to? ^aft) aft? ftta toe" pirift ft aifftftw amf an^ ?tt ft) hrto? tito w ft aro to twt aiWR 

ft)ft ft flftf ft TOTTRrfftn fftr? TO TTOff TR 16 >po 51 ft) ^ ft) TT? tR H5Tft) TOST 5IHR) ( M I TOTO 

muft ) tjji 'ymn cp?ft ft ftn? tot^? fftm tot ft BTftTfft y? jptr) ft) ? ft) ?ft)^r fftnn tot on 
aft? »f ft) arfJRjftm fftcn tot on ft?n fft w^ft) to ft aiftftm on 1 5 ? snnft to y i WR arrft amf 
TOT ft fftfttt ft TOTO fftm ft I 

(n ) anoR ftn ft tri) srt erto? *ito ft) ft tot? TO TOftf ft ?tto ft tow ?to ?)n ?nn 

5ITO7 aft? TO*ff ?Rff TT’W ft) SRTO? TRR ft) 3TET fft? TOft ft TOff Tjnftf TO 5T9W fftfTO TOTO ft | 

( r ) T?n ft) xf) ft) fftwror yro^fti fftfftfts tr tor TOft nnft uic^mt st^tt?) TO ftror 26% sw\ 
TOT ?BT ft I TO TOft) ft) TOf)?! ft fftr? ?fftr fftTO TOTO ft TO 2596 5TTO7 ftTOTOf ft 

ft)?i) tr totto TOnr ft mftffft ft fttn T?n ft) Tf) ft) ft tojjt ft ft)n? wft ftrft aft? nro ft v-pr 
ft ftft? anft toW) ft) TORft ft I 5 ft arrft anft t?tt *R sto? TOnft ft fft? ft) ?Rft awm tom 
fftftn ftnjtn towi toto nrfftr? I arroon to arRiftnp ft^rorjif fftrofttn ftfnr I 
(?r) *p!tMft)T?*Tiftft)ft)5Ri jrth ft) ^)m ftror to? ?ort ft wpt ft I ftft) ft) ft)ft to 
^jfftn 3 tort ftm ?ft) 5 tto ft) nft aft? ? ft) ftRft srt xrh ft) arnroiRn to ffts^sr tutRt tft'm 
tot I anft amf t??t gtvt erto? tr ?rw to? ?j5ft) , ft? ?t?s 5I*ir) aft? to»t) ?tto st^tt?) to 
tjtoh fftnr to?t ft I anft anft ??T to? ^ft) aft? ft« n?sr STTOftt to ?? ft) xf) ft) ns) ft) * 4 roi x 

TO? ?BT ft Blftffft x?? ft) xf| ft) nf) ftrft) -gffttJI 3 WTO ?)TO areiTO 3TTRR??T TOT ^XT?)? 3T0ITO Srftt^T 

?ft) ftwn to ?m on I yroftr? mf«rTO?xiT' tot?) toe y-uft ft) ^?f) ?rfftr ?ft)rpvT to? ?tto?t ft ftrft 
to ?r?ft ft) qftfaO(R)cj) ft vjtrjto aft? ?jftm ?twui i 1 aonfft, to ftarofr y??ft)TO 1ftrfftft?f ft 
?r?^ xft) nro Enc^aro 5 t?r) ft 2596 ?) arftrro ?ft) ft) t.TOm to antn? tft? ft) ftftft) xr 
tsit?t ft to) aft? arroro ft tow ft iof xr 24 ^0 5 ft) « w rc ^aro ftfft ft torxjt 6 ?o ? ft) ? 
xftftrofftm fttnr ft I 

17 y?T m?ift ft xjro 3RW ?rgm ^?mft 23 99 to ft ft) oft rimft xr ? t?? xjto xj x> 

an^TRXR,Tj i ^fti 7 ^xR5?,x??T?ftaTTftaft?3Tr^i?Tf?f)ft 5Jfftfftfrw) ft Tim ftmr I to an^ anxf 

T??T ft 5?T ?ma) ft TORI ?TTQT fftftn ft 5mf?l TO^ft aft? XTRTO? TOT?) TR SI^aTO cTOft ft f&T? XR ft) xft ^) ft 
5RTTT? ft) COT? ft ?Rft gx? ft) ;|^ oft I 
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18. 4) 41 2) ^) faRffV FV$ftpq) 4 3VT 5F7JK TOTOT 6JT :- 

(I) *pr 4) 41 tfr 4 ftr 4j im Frog fvr 4j f$f tot) % 4)w f?pi? to? wtor f)v) v) 

^Vl4 TOT4 FT^I TOFT) Rtff TOFT) 351 FTR WIRT 4l VPJff 4 TOJl) 4 FHIFWOT ftjTIT TOT Ft , TO 5FTF? 

tot4 ft^ qrf*iM vivlm tot anjvtet %vr 1 1 

(II) FVR WIRT FTR 45 F§F ttrIT 3WFT FVR 4l VP^T 3 TOT?) TOT WHI-FVOI srito PHI-WTO tjr4 

oifl) T rt?rl to \3cwirf ftov tott4 tot ftofr £ I 

(III) ^WTTf WFIcH faFt4 FWt % 4)P TOFT TOT ilHM^iUi f||ft« t TOT# $ TOR Iff) vftTOSfi 3I8ITO FVR 

4j f$f W 4 w4 f) afrv fan tot tovt ftr % vpjjj- 4 drift f4v ftmr to t, 4 $4 <4 fI 4j 
vtfsr aft fawn)) 3(W Pwtri % vtto 4 ar4ro ^qrafr aw ftfeir vti(4vt 11 sr to 4) Ftp ftr 
wirt 4i vrgsr 4s 4)w fsraftv tef 4 ftata tftv to aTftif^a) wd'I'JI^ 4? far? jOfipr a*v4 # , to 
FTR WIRT 4l VPpT 4 ^JVfiTfl af)V Pfllfa FPf F5V4 4l f^F? 3r4TO VtaF? FFR fttF? DTt 4 aft 

3TTTOTORTT FRO I 

(lv) trr WIRT % VPJ 5 T 4 4 aWt aft 4l fcn? fafa^TT VTF 4 ftRft F filRft TO 3RPT 3TTFT 

arafSpETf FTO sftw TOR VT^!T 4l Pppf4v 4p34 an VFFtn if) TORT FRT t I $4 4 Nt 4 % f4aj4°T 
«4v TO TOFT aft BTFFT MRlf&TO Fttft t afk TOR WfPff TO) F^T fR TOT «2IR TO4 f^TO ?TOJT TO 
TOFT TOTO TOVTOT # f^T TOt WTOR ^ sJTOT^ TOTRR gOT 3WTO , 3pjRT TOR % $T 
ift?R 3WTO WTTO W gSTT WT TO I 

(v) tor wirt acv'iic to nror ?rrt, ^Itorr ^totrr ^ tfiroro, %tort ^fr, i)to ftro^T, 

uRtflflifl ^tw, sromRr aft? tto -^rot tot f^ro^ro ^Rf) ftf^rer ^R Fif? tor wtrt % ^ir tot 

T3TOTR TOTf^ TO^ ?RRT 'ftqfe'l TZTFIR TO) TJTORT PRRTT # I 5^T '^FTTSO TO) 5TTOTW TOT^ ^5 f^TTf TOR 
WIRT ^ 1 997-98 ^5 9RTOT 16 TO Via VO Tot TJRf ftTRTT t I TO^TO 5cRT ifl Rtf TOTOTT 
FTOTT t 1 SVTfcF? TOTRTT ft? 3TT^ «TT^ TJW aTTO" ?T* f?»5 3FVT^ TOUSR) ^ TOTftVT VRf 

WIRT TTfl ftRft TgftqT TOT <3 MTt)v TOTOl, VTtO V^l t I 

(vl) an^ arnf w strt vtftottt ^ at I2 i tor & 4 tophi vnft 11 wt^ stt^ to ^ 

TOTOf to) ERTOR TTftTO ^ IT^T TOV^t Vl FF^ 4'5 if)FT pf) ^) tTTO ST5l)v ^TOT TOV TOTOTT FRt ^ I ^ 

TOFf TO 4T 4) % 7RR VTO) Ff) TOl) v! 5F BRTTOT 2-1/2 jf)BT aft ^) % %7 ERTOR TORT 

cTTFR cTTO mroTc TTFTF cTTO 4? 5T5T FI^V ♦TO 4 F*|UIVH TOTOl t I ^TW fNv altv BRR TOlf TOT 
TOB TOBTF TOT 4) if) rfl JfRT ^ITOTVR TOTTOVR VTO*T TOVTTOV, ^to) TOT l>TO<U| TOV^J 3ft? 4) rf) TOT 
TO TO f^FRRf) RBTOV ftRTT WRIT t I 

(Vii) TOT 4) 4) rf) ^ WRr V^RR, TOT^ tfl*R , Sf^VT FTTO <R i) tft TR TO Wlfl)F ftRf t R) ^TW Fl4v 
^Ito 4 vt tjtjr^ to^ arrtf anf to 4t totoT vrftv to) anrhi -Oro vT Tftftrf) top afrv Frfv ’Oer 
F)cT VTFRTFT To ftTORf) RTF) tlTOT4ttf)tf3TO4)tf)TOTTOF}) WFFTT 4l feR 30 TOVlTO 
Vo Ejrf fajrr f' | 

(Vlll) 4vrvf ftRFRT FFVsfTTO 5RT ftR F<? ^TcTR TjftStrrfaTnfTOJrRTWTT^FR TJTOTR) % 

VTTTO ^5RT TTp pf) TOT VTTOtf) f^RfT% f^Rf^f%FT TORTO f ;- 
(TO) FfaOT^3TT^TOTO)4)TOTOFV 3^ ’^R?T 4 TOTVT^ TOTRR aft ST^Tf?! FEf) tfl F)Trf) ?f) 

^VT% 3TIEIR F)F TO) vJRRT^ TOrFR) % f^R Prf?tFT VR 3 ^ TOR A TT^TO TORT TOcTT aft? ^Vf) 

RM?r 4 TOR 3FTBV ^) 15 VO F Z 3RjfrT WfrjET pf) TV Vf) g?RT 4 Wl^TO B 1 ^ I 
(TO ) vftp ' VTFTOVT V) 'JvTRl' TOT TOFT FFR f^TOH TOT # I TO)f?)J TOR WIRT % VT^IT 4 *DfT B R TOV^ 

TORT TOTrf F^t TOTOV tft TOT^T WIRT 5TVT TOVTTf »T# WJTOR ^7T 3RIPT ^VFft ^ftwi TOT TO)v 

TO^VT I 

(*t ) amf amf ??r its to4 ertor tor 4 jrtro tov^ ^ tot^ tr 4) 4) % ^pr 4 4-5 4)ro aff 

TJ 1 #) TO TOV^ t I FVtftF? TOT wfc fiTO TOT t Rr TOR Wirt TO VTvf TO) ^TFJ TOV^ TOT FTOCR t 
f^R^T aRFfv TOR & F^TO tot) % 4)PV ftRf) FRT TOT FRHRR fi)RIT TOTVT t I FVTf^R TOR ffTVT 
?TTOf WTTO) TO^ TITOV F)?0 aftv FTO Rff vf)TOaft 4)W FHIWtRp TO? TOTFf TOJ vf)f*FT -T ftlF'^TE / 




t VPT III—'CTO 4] 


HR7I mi WHT : 


| c}. war mwtf aft atiftm aptmB 1 23 ormrft 1900 aft I war ajarntf 

jrfM^rfSr tft mrfafcm «t I antf mn# <?m A PtHfaRra mafaF? aft :- 

Ci 1 ■HcmrH h^tj mfitawi aw ntmm am maim t f?fe mama wo 123 aita 50 wpfn 
wn aftm®iti ’ftma sfta wa aftmajf & fis a f?Bij m? ippif x^iwil % aria ft ?*? *ft 
£t CTat man? m? 15 yso a 4t z to anaf wur nma ajpj-ft asa 3 ft^jw # 

A I 

(II) nWTnRR SH?J?nS Hlf$a>a'J| 5T3T <?H Bt 41 ?ft to m? Hama A 'gWF? m? jupfl 
am?) aft jyrgntftm a fom mv atta mgnfit a to mn? mm ana aftnrart % ’ftaa f?m 
ana) jroraa) to anrej A arfStaxia 6 a*o a jft z art? gwjf arm aft ^f^rrart to mwa 
m? HT|I«H) to fliu A ' aft$ atft ' asmf at*ff namt aft Bt 3tgaf?t tft afFJ I 
20. jw ara?) to awantf &m tor *t$ ftfim jragf?nnf a tty 17 ft*r m 98 ,23 mamftl 999 wen 25 
"H'Hfl'fl 1999 aft gB amjm ^amwnf $ ffi*m aaran^t cm wwf? m? gat to wrA A afftrn asa ^ ft-qr vm to 
f^F? ^TWTW 5V gtf WT ft*a nawa font «IT Wl B t- 

(I) 2J 

am awama napm jrrf?tam°i to grf&a na affa anafabr ^ maftm fWtw gst to m* 4 4) 

4) to ffRT ?m atari $ war# n$ mafias atmfttal aft «friataai? ftriri atfa am^t to 
anaaaaJWT 11 aimf^raT \3^fl irajw aft # >jft wrer wa ^ito (tfa >ft 
^1) 3 ot3 trr at anfSfcr amf wnf ^ to ^rm^t A ^t oft I 

K 

Iftto aKiif«i asr^ft gi arft t afra wr m|5ia>aoi 18 ^ 98 to air^ sn£* 

(s^anfwafta^^rift^t^^k nnraT afo rft ? tr (ft / 2/97 - ^ ^ tft tfr *) 
arf^?i) f^ifaaJ am at aimfanft aft ^r ^aft t yfrf^rv ama?r: ^raft j^r: ^fa am^t aft 
snwaxii ^n#t # laraafHfR (aa^ )arrta art a«t»« am^i aafe b) arasar 11 aw 
^arfta t war sirtar aa atat aaajivt cri a>i<fai^t % ftftw aaat aa wr arc 
warar ftaT aai ^ I 

00 35 

?w wrw^ aft aasRra afta o>i<fai^t to fota war»f A ^t <ft 5ft ^ 'ffa aRf^tar 
atmfBtutf eft I 



wwaa Mil?ia}<ui bto 27 ajarr^ 98 ait gif am^ft R ia w tf t taas A jw: frara f^sar war 
«n afta wRtw m A 9m cm am ftar war en I ?ar afro A ftwia? 27 98 to 

afa’faw atrtw A mfStama srar awtPtfSin saaftnff afta aral&ai gat art Proart af 
ned ^jaafi arraaj an ^ fta^am fifeai war «n I sar foiftt A wat aea ^5 wft gry ftj 
^ gro anaftrat an f^amui ^ atwa ir ^t tft rft star ja; g wt aa %ar aai en, 
w^ vjaaft 5a: affa am^ aft atiatniawii aift 1 1 wn aea an amar trafe wtaT 
fto 3aaf?tnt an mfStama ^5 ftaTai 27 98 to ( aw^ ) atr^w A arffra am 

^ PtqcTa a h fin am «n I 

<*«7 55 

4an % gma ame f^m am t mjft ama arfJraaat to mt A araftra aasnaf^rm 
mraftrat aft araafefta mfStamw to (aw^ ) airtar A 3tf?ta am a) aw^ iff 9tamm m 
^an 11 aa^g 3fftama) aft fiFj m? awaa aft ema $ aarS 5^ afra a9taaat % ma 
to a?ra aa *?n rft ^t 57m yar wroftr aft jaarjft- ftnj aft cma 4 aai^ gxj wa 
anaerT^ft ^5 aw aw awaja am^ t fa w3 5a amtftt aa wm Bt ftma amm 
atf^F? afra ynan 5a: Pra^ra amrn mfc? I 


M 5 3 f- 
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BlOlTft 99 ft 3TT^ 3TT^ yd 4 9^ '■M mA MC?c^ T? 4 9JT ‘yiy l*y 

4 ye^'Ol ft9T QJT 3f|y ^ 4 4? tiq’W 45 w I Cl Cl ftl ftRf? °o ftqi ®TF 

99 R«D«f -irfl ftmm <75Cl I ft V3-H7JT IR 4 yilj* dlRTy yrft QTT 

4yn ft ftmt A m^m fWm ary ^tt^tI ^ ^jt w$m # , 99 yrcyfcfty 

9J$9il As ftn? ftyTK 3flyf?T y^ ^ . sfty yy 41 4) 99 9(jl WcTf *iq)l ft 39^ 

®ii y*r A fta?ft yyy yy 1 wyft 4t eft I ^ ¥w As mi mi w A yy 

^ 34)yy4t4ttf454ft645 wey 9ft tan A t 1 9T9 As fttfy 

wy yy yfty yift ft9T y^r I yy^ syr wzA A 99 y4ftry ^n fPtt fAs +iiy$ 
951 ftty *f 9ty ciy? ft yfty yufary yyq ft I tf*ft nyil 4f 3-nvy 9 ft yy^ 

wr "A wivp <rxft yieft yyyjftff ofry tf-iqft OTrftft 4? arfftyry ftl y^o ftqi 

mtt ft I ®fty 99 wr^\ mi yiRi^i As a^ftqy yt ft9T 99T ft I 99ft sni mi y^r 

4j 5y? eft 9ft y4ft]? ftm ft f45 9f4 yryoT ^rjwt 9F9 3-fry ^uftfpy ft f4jyft 

qifftqn 9ft *1010 3rfft99yf As 3iiuiy yy <5iR^ *ift) fft^zn w*tt 9iffty I icjck 
95pf9T?ft niy$ 9ft 3 tfI 9^ht ftPft f^yr^5 fJry wq>i< 9ft ny^ ^5 

arjyrr? erPPrqyff' ^ wfl)fiSci m?A 3fty As anmy yy sfry 
AA yft wmwi 9^ I 

wrf A 99 *ft y^teyy 9Pn fAs 9 ^ Az\ A w=t fry A ftatft 
f Awwv 9^ m mrfrrs^v] ^rs ^ ftf^^rr t <jfty ^9 &A\ rtj f^myr^fte ymoft t I 
jyi fyferf?T A srfiSy^nsft ^nftcrr yonn y^m ^ sfly 95t q>cj|yoi yt crnj <D'y^ 
As < 7 ) 1^1 qft *f^ vi u i i cTt yy fiiDi«c yyTyy ftyroi 9 t rrtt I yrry RiyT sfry 
yyn wtftwioA AM\ A\ yif yReft A yryf&9 yqft mr yr*r$ *nA afhr v$A yrM 
995 9159 3Tf£PT> i^e 9WI I 9^ ^5 ^f’ejR yy yy A) Tl Tt 

^ yRTHWEr syyftt yy f9?y ^rA ^tRtot ^nft t ^fty ^A yrro A 4) 

y9^ft ^1 q^i^fri 9ft r yfy^ t l 

m 55 

yy ^ y^95 yrf&wy A jyc y^ 9^ 9Tyy ta fen? 3^ ^ w 

9 ^ arjyfct fty ^ ^5 %? ^ntyy yy syyffr ft ftrfty ^ 

9h 4^ sfry vjrj RTymy ^5 yy yy* tft yiy sy^rq farm w t I 

^ 3yyfv[ ^ 95 ^ yyr y^t fr I yjRfty y^iy^ ^9 ^ f ^3 yy 

^i4qitfl yryy yyy 99 fewafr A) t ft ^ (ey^fty ) ftiyr 5yf&9R^ 
^ yryer t^r y?ft 95nf9Tftyt 4 atf?ty 45 e^ffy 9Pn I afry ^ ^ yyr A 99 
yyiftrc ftyi t ft 1 %fty 5959^ 9^ yry^ A ^yy y^ 45 yryer ^ y?ft ^f ^5 

(9TJ9TR95) 45 it^ 4 # I 3Tnf 3 tt^ ?nyi fty yy 9yT yyi un y 951 yy 

i) 4t ^ 5R1 yyfer yy ^ yftrr^ y^t ft9T yyr t I yy 4t ^ 9 ft 9 ft 41 

y45 ftn yyT % F 99 y? % ft f%f4cr ^iqi<yy 4yqyi ^yyyi 95T f^t^y y^| ^ yyryy 

9 f^T 5 9 ^ itt A wyy 9 ft R9 95?Tt wMt ftyft fty y 95 mi Rrry-ftjfy $r4%y 
Ftm sfry 9 yr fty 3^95 yT® 9 R 0 ] yry<^ 4 jy yyy yy 9 yy^y y9| y^y? I Ky 
99 y*ft 95y y?95^ ft ^yr yrryftlty ypM 4 yyft 3iyyRft ^tt^i 

9^r yrf&95ynr % wvm 9?t r y^ qynfarfl^f r A\ ^rtr 95y^ 4^ fty A) ^ 

# I aqy^Ty 9y 3rryft 95t <miR^i ftyi ^rtt 11 

fy) gtT 

yy 4t ^ft €t 45 ^rjyiy 9 ^ yiy^ yy 9 ^ ^nyymr 95 Rft^ ytfr A yy yr^yft 
ft yftyrfty 9^95 y9ryyy mi srf&f^yy 45 3itf)y yrNy ftyft rniy\ A \Jftct y^t 
5371 t jf&s 5y?97i 95TOT A y^95Rt 4? 4fa yrftciR95 cqywT A I 
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fkk°T: 

y* Raj A> arfrrfku ftj gw to^stt to xpj> uwto? fkft ?jfkTWU jtowt 
k R«J ^ y^ro totot t, to? to4 to! ^g?r totoi 4; ftrortf 3 tft gro Rfr fr I 
TOik fkfk? ftrortf we to? to to4r % fk to tor rto HTfSt^if^ft srer 
kro fk? R? vro toru to awft vnrJjra-7> viRutft to TOk toto! 5 ? tfh£ ert nkn 
fiTOw t yk? aifekro kft ^kRRro amwiafi 4* far? ^rttott Rfl tft Rrotfl 
frRTO »?trj toj^to arawr ?t *t*1Sr httoirI ?ut ?jro ak tfty k?i yt I 

tot nftf&rfct tf foRft Sim & k 3 toi^ atfs to? snfftroR? % TOtfkt 

^ TO? wr^ toI w? # ak tfs f$n? tjto Retfln tot4 to wtftroR? r^j*? ytm 11 

(V7 ) gyr 

TOT tftfj TOl WTft TRtf TR tft tft tft 3 5T«fRt k n SRRt ak 7^5T TO?% $5 
ftR tfltf k ftkr k k ysjwr ?rrf&^’<u! ^5 aft tottor rr? at fS P i TO k 

EfHi 48-51 % awfa Wkk: ^ t, to wmf^r ?3R^ t I TO ks fkn >tr A fa 
k£ As tot ftftfrolkuR ^ torr urr sttjru mf&roRi ert kt As aifagfk? fa?J 
TO TOR ITRT k? & RTOJR k TOTtft tfj R?TH ytR I 
fo?k»l 

to wfr we elk to fkirotfl t ak to! ^tffaR Rft fan? to tor ktfa 

TOTTO aiRR wftfSws rwh! k to ftRk tor kn & I ^ tft 

^ eefk ^ 'ti+i w kr*T7J yuii^fl Pt'fWl'q) ^| I 

irr^r yifSiTsw y^75 ^ Tjsmfish k wral gsr^ ^ 

arniftRl tot A mrzhrrrft w 5 ^ y i f? ? 7 r w ^ aifk^R 
%f% Pi^H Ri -j 1 ^ t :- 

' rrH ^ gft ^rf?TO ak TORifks ■?^7 ^ 5 1 ak jnffcraw ^ 

TORrfkp gjnil ^ flflsISm wfi t m y f ia ^ Ru 1 kw snf^r r ftn Tf wrT ^ TOfSm tfr*n 

ftrot TOffteT 5RT RRft ^ e^R Prfkt <7R fkn ^TR t I F*k 

fkiR ^ TORrf^R ak arefRufk? ^rRfRff/^rsrafl k 4k srr srr %tr ri 
^ fkrker gsrtf on Rfts jr ^Prf?tR fkm wi ^n% fk jngsfkK wn k Pfr^i-dl w 

siwmH ^ ^5 I 1 

W?r: ?k t? atnf an^ to 5Ri rt ^ aimf^r t nfi ’tfRwn 

wr»ff 1 ^5 ton? q?rti 5T^ro k fci^ to ^ ^ Ri 5RTO aw n^<sn 

mftRJTO 5 R 1 ar-jnlfkr fkm ■jrr t, kn tk fk? r? awn jt^to 
jrto A ^pftmR fknr tot fr ?ft ^rk f?n? (awm 5 ^ ^ ftrg. wk f?n7 

TOTO aifSl^TOl) 1994 $ tiTOR nft TOt Rft ^ ? 

(yll) 55 

anr^ arg^i toT rt st^rot ^ to *t 4t k ^ to flj tf R ror to^t 

fkn t I k ^ fk tj^to jnf&rjRtjr kl ort 49(n^(2) k ai^Jk ?fjfkr 

wRn-qi jm?r # I TOk aierifa Rr^fl ^ arftr^Rm h^to rt kro to1«r ^r 

tor $ I Rtf 94 $ airoUkr to TO^tfl 'Wf ^ arfkjfkr tojto t I y nftR 

h^to wiRTORi toto k aitfk 5TO1 ’Eg tor I 

SW?l0U| 

kror arTORi^gw oici tfl rrt fRni^-T to rtott -itfl ^ I toto tf 1 
sttort tot^ tfi f?R yat k anro ftr wrr tfrotfl tou tf fkrorofi 1 

tfrtf to Rtf, 94 to tow to arkrar onlTOtfl^^Ttftsk^arw 
kt fk? ^ TO TOf ijR>jpT tf TOgn: 5 ^ toto k ^wter to to 

RTOTT TOf?ra fkm R TOT t I TO l gRR tffTO TO 'aTWTOTtfl^of akRfklR ' tfl 
awR to to ^trt r to nrar * tor^tor f^JR tot to^t to R^eRR ' tft, 
to tfl yw to fknr fknr to tour 11 torj kn fk an^ airi to k f?>ER totoert 
SRt TOki fkn tot t, Rn^ ’tfl totoi^ ^rytfkTRtfltfftfl^ fkRR to krar 
to TTw rmA k fk? yfl wiiaww nft ttarr g^kfl tfi t ak fkaft arfkjfkRn 

Ttft TO^tfl WT tfj fk? 31^0 ^rtff ftfRT A I 
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(viii) 


aft aw 41 aTW foaT any ft! ya 41 41 41 awiaTH 3?ftf4aa aft HJRI 
29 (IXw) 4 fty ay w4yi ft; aajyny '3Ta41 aft ypn4 % aifSRBR 1 ft; anyw am4 
wpw aft ' 7 >iaai4 an 3 t^ 4 u #y vei ft wt wt$ ’ll 5 ^ w®a 4 "i 41 wa wiftn f& 
arft,94 4 ort 52?rftw mi fftyftaa awar Tianw ^nft ftar aar «n I ^yrft w*4 4 
artf,94 ft; yrarca aft stftftaa aft ort 52 & wtfla yRany aft yftl^ft % ftaT 
an^41 irfl •mi<)i an yra^n an I 
35 

ftwnjtfaj 'fta^' ft; ana4 *pws4 ft airaw annft ^y ya 41 41 41 4 'a’q^flalRi' 
a4 ft) 3rea*c aaft ft wft; fftar ft fft; ertyr 94 (uj) (2) ft; yr*sl ft? afftwiayaw ;yft 
n<wv ftj (ftiH'ici 5 tto wl ft I w^ yrifftf&a; HiaoH ft aw aftj #41 -mic^*i 
wftfft ft wl wwft; awtf&w fftn? anft wa; fft^ft aft w41 4 ana aynat yfrm I yft 
aaroar ft; fftryiRil ert 41a; atfl fftrcn an wwt I 


5*1 oft> ft; fftyuft aft [ja; fft»4) fftfta yyaflaR 0 ! aft OT^raann aift ft aw ya 
4i 41 41 an *jei am 4 ftyn arayn ft frrerft ^34 'ayjaft afar ' 3 fty 'a^w fftn? ay ' 
waft ft; fra aa wl ywf ft I yaft; fftcra anwfftra ft 'agy? aft ai ’ ya; ax an yrs4 
ftft 5 ? fftwfl 'nyj41 aOa ' a? ft yrafow ynfftl&a; wauia ft; arft ft aft; fftai ft I 
(NO gtT 

ya 41 41 41 ft tnaaaa anal a? 15 a; a 41 w an naR ?ptt 4 ft; fi3y snrft 4 anai ft; 
w»q anaffti gwr4 ft; aaft aaft yw ft; aifoany aft ya; afftfta ft; wrara ay 41 ft 
I w*rt$ waiiaft aft arjafft 15 yw n 4! w ft; ■^awia ft; waftla aara aft a# 41 I 
arc wa; ay^a aft aft ^tftw an ^aata anyft ft; aaan\ anft anft ^ wa orayan ft; 
araei 4 am aaa aftt an? arawi I 
fftw^aui 

aw aft; araa; 1 1 Jlviifft; ftanft 4 aaaej awaiftaft sri aaftw wsa 4 yaaw fft^n 
aai#.3nft3aft^4441an Prrr fft4a fftnar 11 ^aft waft 4 aftft ayyay aaw 
«war yftwift^nf aroi aftl 41 I anft aaft w aft aw anaf aR4 ft; %? fftaw 
fft;ai aai aft fftxn 1 5 a fy4ftt 4 aftr4a an aftft awa anil aa aam I aw 41 
fft; 41 gw ya4 wrf*ra t, aw 17 a; ’jt? an^41 ^ai4--aaiva41ftlJftan44l M) 
f4offfta aR4 an aftft anftfta ft afly -dial fft; 4fft fta 20(xii) 4 yaaw %ai aai ft. 
ftani ft; fft)4l aaa aft ala fftxn anai ft . yw yy fftaR aRai ft sff y aa aw cara 4 
any at ^n ay an4ar41 aft <ar41 ftWl ft I aftwraw: wn 3 aaftr aft anpfl^ei fftnn an 
warn ft I 

(X ) @a4 an4qicfl a^4 yl aw^ ara^ ft; yw w«al aft yrawrai Riaaiaa; wlat I aw 
arawn anft anft yw crt aygw ya; anftaa 4 ^wm wlwr ft ftRi4 ayra aiayRaar ft; fftwll 
aia an aala fftn? fftai ya 41 4t ?ft ft; yrga 4 w=( wia 4 an 4 aT 43 n^OTfty 5 Tft; marf ft; 
yrro 4 anaafta; 4aT stcr #y4 ft; awrft 4 ya 41 41 41 srt fftara41a m wai4 an 
aa4a waiai aai ft I 

fftnj ^ar yft wai<na al aany ft :- 

(a;) wreny aid aft a^aft ^yftffta unjc (41 ya; y?i) ay <sfft^n anwi ft 141w 
waya; an^rl aft siwr alw 4 ar41 4 am-tifto fft^n anwi ft I awara ar4 ya 41 
41 ^1 ft; wpfta; yrja 4 TpRft ^y ya 41 41 £{ ft; ftata aft ^m4 ft afry ERawy 
) aaa ay a^aft ft I 

(r ) otor alw 'aft ya 41 41 aft yflaiaft ft; 41wy ?ray wacr ay crw fftnn ’wrwi ft I 
4lw siaya; anal aft otejr alw 4 ai4f 4 aTaiRrftw fftrar war ft I wwraaiw ar4 ya 
41 41 41 ft; yr^a 4 ^aryft ^y fftnffl 4ai an waala fft;y fftat eRawy () awa ay 
a^aft ft I 

(m ) 4 af4ra aai?r4 ft; araw 4 ya 41 41 5 ^ aa^R ay ar41 ay awa 
?^as afty aiawftai aaR ^arwr ft fft; ft jyrft;' fta?; ' afftw ya 41 41 41 ft; yrgw an 
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T 333 IT mr4 (r I VfritJ atftrftrri 4 ya sitor 37 mrnt tprt jitr 4i w 3 15 m a 41 

3 41 3^51 35t 4 t ft* 41 W w W JWRR 45 ftp? 41 T^ SigTftl 45 mRR Till 3#l 

rnrrf httsttI 4s f^r? ^ 41 41 41 4 Rim fItt ftRi4 Tmrafl trru wit 4 tVich 
ura Ftm I t?t 41 41 41 4 ya mfc 4 31741 mnfanfi yftra sfti 4 mi spurt ftim t 
f4s ttt rirt ml ' tut t§f tttI 1 ^ srurerrl 37 41 sjtr ?ttt 4 mi 

snftimiv tR^w (a) 37 Tftrcr 4i ’tiro 4 5?r 41 41 41 41 f tito w»rr^l 4s m 

4 tW fift4 str. 3tfr ^em sftr mmHiv* srifi t I 31 ti^Rf mrrt 77 mrrt 

wr^ sttr 15 fo jt 41 f 3 ft ^41 ml ntff 41 FlFTim w # I 

arnf airi ttt mi tttoi tf t f4s tttt ^^fWr-sff 4s tift fti? tt? srm^r^ 4i 
fJn? mt$ jptr 5ttt4 t?t 41 41 41 mr mr4&7 w£ ^n#t 11 t?t 41 41 €i 3il$ wrnT 

7PR* JTHR 41 Tift cPTT WJ5FI 33tf4> 9tT^ WT# <?ST 331 <d*)WI mpfl WfR ( OTJ ) 

Hap 3ft 41^ qiot ' 3R4TT Q7I*iT 1 ^ 3fl7 ^ 41 41 41 4l ti^5 *fpf 41 3F 4iq<H 
Tiporm 'jsrm t I 3?itf ^ 4i iraf ^ ~p? <37377 (fig,) tttt Tit 3rr4 4i 

f$P? <J)t^ 4N Tl4 H(ft I f457f1 4 h'M ml dimi <371351 'J3t*i ftxii 'J|HI (ft qjfll RT 

Timm I ftRft 41 ft&lftt 4 3iri X?cT 4? ^P3ff ’7!t ^OTfT «Tft WPUFWtfT 

flftft 11 ■(hra ^ 'f^ftrer ftd>4ui w4 tR ftw 'K'm 4t wfWM I s?r W?i 4 
wrorT <r 4ttf ; fTT^ 5 -hr 4t ^f^m? ^rp?4 I Tta awt ^ wraw ^tri 
37f&ftRTH ^ft SJRI 50(«) 4 ftraffty WPRU 7W ^ oTT^ W^TRl % tmm wftflfl 7PJ5 
^ftftTi 'ran ^t^t I ^ 41 >ft 4t ’Rrefm ^>q ^ 411?^ tfl €t jjjI 'urt ^ct 4r^t <r 'ml# 
^n n^fR ^ cRimr ^ ^RtPi 4 wnft 'fRtr# *ptj' m 41 41 ti & 4^m mi jnfN m^fl 
t I fn 41 41 tft 4i ftp? Jfl JTRT^ 4 3TT^ 3U^ ^ % WUT 5cr4t 3m?RTT 4 4T-HPT 

mTPi 31^(4 o ^ I 

sit^ ®n^ >?7i 4s ^4141 4 3 r wtr 4f^m 4s wrui 41 i?m t??T 4 
mHWTRi jrnicR ^mar4t, i?h4141^14j «rr wtt ?4I srqk m^4 ml 'FftmR 
mm t I 1^4445 $4 jpjichI 4j ftp? 3^41 mi ^roRi m?4 4 y4 ml^ 

aiRfti 'Tift t , 5^1 : ct 4> 4 ftj ^4 itch ml ^tfuri c? 4i 

3nd 4 aiftrm imn >5?m ti 4 ft?r? ^it4 4t 4 aiftrftra»i atft sirt 50 (w) 4? 
3rapsy sthtorI uft 4 3i^ftm tiki t** ujf^ tflfr 3 tr 4 sr4*r mm t y3?4 
f4r4! nra 3icrqi ?n41 ml yam m Aijmi 'infl ^nin 11 <n?T 41 w mrnf 
453W 4 15 75 n 41 c uH 441 3? yn arnrfftr mm t I 571 >tpt 4 4 ^wrfl sipiftr 
4 wr *nf1 t f^r ttp sftq # ir^j TiF 411 14s jit aiftrm t I jtt ttto 4 3F 

ftqTRTRT 5*t^)y| ftlftli® ( 3IR 3TTlf I?71 ) ftp# 7TWR3 W7RJ?m W’TR ^4 4lTO 25% 

441 57 cRR 7«ra IR 5RTTRR a I mnff 5RJRRI 5R4 5ft 3I^Tftl 41 ^ ml tft ^ 
f44N t{c mi y?4w m^ni % I 

(XI) T4tmr4 w441'?m'??Tmi4j'?n41414l5ft Tflmsil 4 mis? 4 I «nf 3 p4 i?5t 4 
54 EimiR ( 5Tg ) 7TRT 4 j 1 47* 45 7R 4 mwfal tli?w4t4l4l57TfTnmi 

54^ qtai441 TTTflW 5R^?I Tift 557 TTmT f4541'?3T'??TSl7T?^4l4141m1 7n4 5Rf1 

f4541 4lmRR 4fni t 41 sum 47RT mi'm t Rri4 jif spi 4 sn f 45 mi Twf 1 ! m 7 
ti 45 ft? 41 w 5?m 47 ‘tRR 45 3§n ft 4T 1 4i 41tR jmi 4 I ot41 tUftsO 4 ttf 7 
w^?m rni4st7 mi Own m74 4 j ftn? itf 41 41 41 37 m 35 flfrn 5574 mr 
T3775lfjrw «m f45 3F 47 ■ 3TR 45 3^3 *n4P 4l 41d7 t I 5F yyWC l ftw Y?l t 41 
f45m 331 15?7n t44 4 3F Tift mm'm Tium f4r w 3tR rirt aiftiftRm tH mn 
48 347 49 45 ai^HR '?r414l4l5441'?3iw47 4 jnjmr m74 45 ftp? c4 
?pii4 mr «ftimR 4 I sittr mi ott w4 4j ftwra mr4 51 ? i?t 41 41 
41 4i ftp? 3F f4j mm yftn 41 Timm $ f4i 3tr TiTiftn ttfritf 4 sprH trr3 
®TT3 mt Tift l4? TTmUI 37rg 5F 31341 (551^41 ) 3§7 4l 7FR 45 4 t1 4 HTTOrI 45 
yp ftwm mt 5574 mi jrir? Tift mr Timm I nt4 4hdT 41 f 1 3iri 3mf i??i pft 
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tb tRij to ?r tot tot it eto itch Tjfr ftj tomato , wto to ni antet ( tftot ami 
) tut toft Trto ?it ten ttt !r. b?i mRuiqw $a fc fto tb? farw tot w( t. 
tb to ter fto?ft ter w ^Huron Tit t?t£ bM BiPta Trarmr to amir mr ’jw 

* I 

?ftf B7J ??> ($ft ^ T7TT? ( ^ ) WT tot Tito m3 TRlf W tos I. 
3lft 3lft ?T to T^!f %teft 7? Tmm*l ' ®TFWnj5BT tot TTlto tot totffl 

w aiimd'H ftom 11 ar-d'to'ift ttibtt (ftotoffttot te , wot tttt? te to TnfSra ) 
^stjft fto? t? f I *r to fame w TftTBrr (to ?? to it aft? <jrto apt wto erto ?? 
tot tot it to ter aft? T*p? 7 to ^??to met toftt ) tot to jf^ ?? Ttote Tirto to 
tw i[ vi 4 jd ftom 7m to I bt ^qtot tm? to 77 ft 5 ? tb ito toto ten «n dwfli to 
fto 'toid tot otttt 1 B^rtot wto'i m?to to tpth to farrrto mrTT nm? arm? tt ?rmto 
to I ^arreto to qfsStoNi tot toinftr - . to fto? ?r tot tot it to tb eto ten to fto ^to 
'ttt fto? m? sift ' to mrtot to ^ftyrato to sift air s^wj to toto ?nft otthot 
sit Bt Ttmit I toft tot 3ift arft ?r to town »iotb tot PTm tot mem tot 
item tot sttt m? twit to fto to mri fto?ft toftt?e to mftom sttt toritte to 
ttb? setot s? ?Jto ftosft atoto to set? stoto m ?to toftr? tot tjtt, toto to fto? mgtot 
75?to to ddM to l 

artofift tot ttstci A 577 writo tot ^ufc; arrteft m?tt 5 ? to ?r tot it 
( aft? 3?rto) tot TTto mto toto aft? eTSTtretr^) str tofTTtomto3Tftaift?Tto7tit 
to toto towns m?to to atrtos s? anwnm sfaftom m?to ?*r tot to tot to nto ten 
fto ‘^jfteTTTm 1 into w bttt to??T «to ?r»m Btor toto tot# ar^r tersOT ? Bt I ??r 


Bmet ^ ?75 tei!OT to^p t; an^arT^^cT.^tottotottoOT ?twtt t aft? tbt 
to ?rvn 5 t?t anm wto srbb? to ot ottjbt to I bf it?wt? tot ftoar^ w? to I 
^ttt tot^ wt S tru i tjttoth ^Tift to fto 5?T ftorJOT tot to ?? to tot tot aft? vT?rto atot 
OTto wto toto 7 ? ftom? wto ?otu TBto wrl ?to ottt tttt I toto btt jrbtc to ^rto 
tot ?tow? 7J? ftowr to ?or?fk tofaraft mto toto tot bt amn? ?? ?rtot7 ?Tto 
to fto 1 ? OTmft tot «n ?rato t fto ^ btt^ Tito ytotr ns? ?rato # I toi bt Bto w 
ar^TT? fton rf? to srto ftotei artemto tot toftorscn ?? tor ?totot aft? rjtt tot 
TTTBraTTTB f^lfto 5f?5 to TFftot I 

^gwn to ten? to tor wri HTTto tot totot tot b?t w?t to tot toter obvitt 

75ter ton fto arto air# t?t to Tito to=ra tot OTrto to fto^? !?t tot tot to sra te? Tito 
aft? 7T77 w ?rato to ttott 75?^ 11 TW7TB ?? tei?rtot ?nto to b?t wto to ftr? 
7 ft HOT? ttf? tot TF? ?fi 7B to !?? tot ^t aft? ^tT auto ?nto ?rto TOTntot to Tirto 
tot b?b toira TTw* to Btto aft? au^ ani w bt?t fto? ot? ?rtot Bto to ai^?n ^to 
5 THT? tewB: tjt tot tot it aft? 7?TB?(aT^) TOT? to toto bt fto 1 ? Tn?to I <?r tot tot it 
to ftr? ftf^rs Tnrt to ?rw arm ?em? arqrto w tot^ aftter ?it 1 1 

5T 7TTO *t BT T«7 tot TOTT? WRT 3TT7W7T to 7 !! fto q?7T? (T^) W? 
T?75 TTtou fto r tRR t, BTftf 1 ? fto^ft 77OT7TTT 77T to f?T? B?lto TIT 7Rlf WOTT t?T 

tot tot it to fen? to&? ?tot bItt 7ite? I Ttoterr ertcT? (t^) ttt air^ an^ ^ to 
fto? Tftn 9JOT5 to fto? TTTTftocT TrR tot t, BTfto? ?t tot tot it to B?1 Tirto ?t 
TF5B itto TTto fto?ft 5RTT7 7? to^ aTFlfto Tit to T75?ft I totTT fto aTT^ aTT^ ?T 5TT 
TftT T7 ?t to? ftom T7T t fto ETOTB? (T^) 7TT ?? T?to Ttot M7ldto to ftr? to 
sj?tt? (?rg) w? to Ttot toft ?t?^ aft? wto ttc afttot w ■ytBH wto # I to 
?r tot it to TEto to Tft yrartot to TtoSft fto^ft to ittot ftrtot to toft ????? 
-rtoftitot w ten? w?to to nwftdi i 2T7?«n Twit ^ftTrarrs it TT?tot I 

TTfttor Brto ’tot^to ttt? 1 amto to anqftei tot Bt OT?tot I 
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^ : 3^rmK T7 T 

(xii) mm % jrni^ awfa tpr wr vt raw srmcfa w ftw j?r4 

4 ^ 7TR 44 cRi4 ^Tft ^TITT 3ff7 (AMI ^[4 4? WT 4 15 'PSo 4) ^ <5 
4ft 441 % sfrftrw 4 *44 ^4 4ft ?rc 45 rt ^Wr I 

^rr fa ^ ^ ^ mi to^ss *rer ?fa fan ^ 4 fa 4ft4 4m 

farft "4vM 4 Srftjfl 4K7TT 4 \3 ^t 4 fa4t 4>l 4 lT 3W4T 4|f^4l 4JT <?CH 3W^T 

*jifl <Dycii 4 c4 wtH ^c<d <m - ii4 % 4t 4 4 7)1^41 Rfcjfft 4 I tonvR 

srf&PRr*? 4ft htrt 50fa) 4? 4^ ftwft *TFnft 4 i ttt-t fa41 441 w 

<R ^ RTf^faY^T ERT PltiFfta fa^n W? 3 ft? ^TPTT^ZT WT 4 

^tt4 4t 4 4Y ft? 3 tt 4 4 srf&45 ^nft tfmr I «jrt 50fa) 4, *fa41 mw 4 sfafl 

4R4 4T^ MT^ tf'ffa 4t?R fa4t 45Fff 3W4T 4ft *T 4F TTTr4 3fr7 "T iff v3 Cl IV 4 

4m' 4^4 ft? <?45 fafa ^ 45T Pwfo* fa4T 44T t I PTTOR 4 fa t TR^T 4? 
f?r? Anfafafl g4 \5Fra u14 4 :- 

fa) “Pm^R 1 45i vjireis 4 4 *4fa wr gsty *nPm 4, w 4 jtct '^rrrV 4 
Rfrro TORTTfif TJ45 4 ^?t4 4tt 4 WfTWI 4 I 
fa) '^4 'm TOfaitf v5^t 4 4 farcrar arf»taT4 fWm gfamaft 4? 4mfft4? (e^Nr 
4 jto ^faffnr? r 41 ) frPi 4 I 

/* 

ft) tTI? *t Tft i{ *n«to $ ifTU 3HT £ ft; FF jn^TTT qjptf 

3W% '$ H 3t^' Wlf WT ^mT # I 

ft) ^ ^75 ^n MW # WC ^?T ^ ^ »ra-nj 

w) ^ mtf. 5? tto ^ wra c) ^ qjl j?rrf?ra ^ 

figr^Pi chi wu, ton ?rt t I 

ft.) nf^wfo^a fan^rcf) ?W1 ^ aito w n? cM ^5 ^of ■y^pr ^1 ftin? ?nfJr7t 
t ffrftj <rftj4 jthr ^5 airM <rft yrr^i ^ ^*rra ton an % i 

yw 3JT5H ya 5H ^ ^tft53?T^31T^^%t|)^ a.iai^’ji, 

«jrt 50(h) ^ if) ifaft ^5 arn^ft aift 11 5 ^ f^ifci if ^ cy ih ft-\ J y. 
t ncT*T ^P75 W Tlfti 5m ^) 33 5fl«fll I WH33.' ^ Wlfe<T H ‘J f 50% ^ -tf) f^+i 1 ) 
W 57 ® tof5HI !JH WI53T t I FFT^ WF toft ftlfat IJJI toft ^ to; 

^ aimn ^ 11 yn mzi wt ^ft ^n^ $ 55 ; to nrm =nra 1 rit ^ 'rtt 

ro^ft 'npi^iai 5H3 Fift flWt afhr 3 ^ toft wt ^ anwftifa ^n>n tp^ t, em 
nrH ftt *ni6 nn sn^i ^n ftW 3Jt? q5r^T ^5 aitnft 'towif aif^tJpvm cv 
(awfa wnr^ huh 50 wftsid) arjftto fr I 

571 wrif 3 ff *ii*hi Fftt to sjht 50(h) A ftftse 'wt ^ ^nra nt-fF 
wi vj«)u fton ffi t 3fH 3R nft wj sthh) fst ^ I yn f^ftift ^ vw ■ 
arjFtoi H54t fji hif ^jira n?H ^qj 3 ishf (ffin I 

!?F^tlJtrft^3IT^3ITil3WSHTyF^q7t qjtortoft % FTC % IR 
33 ft (to? annft eft «ft I 4<ii to 5335 tor 20(iii) ^ nFcf {ft wrs ftoi ti ^ttsi 
t, ff fpht fTfi to ftoft FTito *n toto ?f 3 f?r jt to»to A vrift ?7Fto fhft 
htff t I F^to aiftPrr) air^ ani w sht to? nr? 3to cto ^5 arjw yF w.f ft 

CFTF F V3Kt 51 ? to g«T FJF 33TFT airm t, mfSftHay 5 RI ai4qm % ^ ftt F(3T 

ton htft t ato 3^nn qjftcnft q(t =rto 11 
ftiii) yT: 

airi amf 'to ^ ff ?to ton £ to gri 50(h) ^ nftmto qjinf thf®' 
Htot n? ’ft Fto I 

ftvrtw : 

FF Fife to?T y?T q5HOI ^ Flft jf to nto! y?f ^ tf? 'jofa: WF3T t 

f«Hft F^F FH qifi WH Flft ^ afR O'uftl wfrftq! ^ iJTT^ FH^ qft ftt^ 

Flft £ I 
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3T7| 3H# 34DS ft Wpafl 37 1 5 W? 5Ioft)o3o OT fftftfT SHII 3lfSt35 #fft #5 
Tift ft ^7#! Cl 1 }) 37 3;q*<l ^iTRlXlId 3ft >71 71q;ft) # I dl 1 ^ 3ft 7# 37 3ft v)f#3 
SUVlft ft) far; ft3Sr^ ft g3qHH 3W31 >77 ft) ft) ft) 5RT TOJC1 3ft# ®ftft 7#) # I 
fftwi ft 3 ) gra tort tti t, 3? 3? ft fft; 73 'Tift Tif^if^m httt 1 #)n 
'TiftTifafaei 3717 1 351 73*ftt3K^r ftft ft; ffcrj 1 ft 33 # ft ft) grwqti 7 #) 11 

3?i#3ir#t?siftif3ft)ft)ft)Ei7i3ii7 3ii#i??ift;fqPj 3137)^3 fftftr ija ft; 
7177) 3ft \>QH fftjqi ft f^Tlft 7177 WTl 77 07ffl Tjwftcftt-T 37 ■‘Jl-11--C1 y u l 357ft qifcl 
*33ft) W7T# yiJTcR fts ftp? 5TPJ 313 7^35 37 37 ft535f 25 wfft*l3 37J51 fftxil 3IT3J 
# I 37# 37# W ft; 3TJ7TT7 33 3173 ft37T3 37 ^7171 71777 # I 377 37# t??! ft 37^ 
713 7J535 3317 37 ftpJTl 25 5jfft*tl (®TorfT^ 24 3PP? 37 25 wfftjfld =6 777?) 37JSF 
fftnn '■iioi ft ^qfft) 37# 37 # ijei ft; ftp? 15 w? 3 oft)o 3 o 3.1 ^Iom 3)V7i 333333 ; 
ft I >?7 ft) ft) if) ft 571 31lft7 37 5lftl313 37?ft 35) 31733 ft 3ft# fftml 3ft) 3f) ft I 
37^3: 37 73331 7ft) fftRl ’131 ft fft; 37 337 37# W ft) ftp? '33^ 317 ^35 5J717 1 

fftwftn? ft sft7 33 ft 33 ft ?7i ft; ftp? 37 'tttt 371 ft ft; m ft tttt 3 ft fft^ 3q 51)33 
ft; nfft 77 3f)7ra sr^Tiffto 51717 ' ft I 33 ft 33 ft ^ (pin tIr 3 ft 35) tjsri 

7ft)37f77Tft'ft3)ftft57rft94ft5 73R7 ft 513)7 3f) 3ft 'TlftTlfSrftr? 3377“ v3ft)5 
3 7*re ft I 57lft) 3lft)ft75 3fft 3ft# 5137 ft; 3717 ) 3fr7 333 7)7 7315 5!7T7f ftfft 
fft37oft 3ft 1313 3# ft) 31717 73*7 7#) #)31 I ^ #)ft ft TTlft ftp? 571 37 ft 7778)3 
3Wft ft; ftp? 3ft# 33317 7ft) 7) 77531 I 

fftT7 ft) 37 7)7 TftTl #)71 fft; t?7 ft) ft) ft) ft; ftp? fftftlfl 377 TTtTfflSft ft; ftp? ftft 
3173-31517 fftsrfTW 3R71 gfftcl 7#) ft I 571 7TW ft 3ft 3# 233771131) 35) $ftB7173 
37lft 3ft 3333835(11 Ttft) I 

(Xtv) vJM^W fftW77 ft 37 TO3 ft fft) ft) TJ3J ^51 ft3 ( 377 7ft713fl ft 3177) 37 

fftP? 3? 5131513) ft; ftp? 717F? 3^ 51717 5jft?i: 3^ft)3 ft 3nrfft5 5137 3371 37 elTF? 
31? 517lft 3ft ^35 ftTT 20(xii) ft 30ra TlftfeH ft; TIN! , 3f*(7 377131 3n 713Wn ft I 
3ir# 33# tjd ft 57i 7ft; ft; snsiR 37 ijft ftft) 3ft #371 37 anftft >3^rft 33 75a 
3137131 ft fft; Tift ,94 33 713T53 7173517 5171 Tftf^fcl 3 ft ffti? Tllft ft; 3^37 3f)7 
3173^1,97 7W1 3R3ft),98 ft! 7PP53 571 5TlfSl3573 5171 aTJTffftd 7 fftp? Tflft ft; 337^1 
3lfta ft I 3dfft 73Pfl3f) 7W ft ^73 flft; ftn 71#) 7)3T 37^ 37^37. 3337335 753 ft 

^7H #)n 57 ft; fJi-c aiftfftm *1 ft) ft I 

5f7 ft) ft) ft) ft 313 5THT7) 35) TITlft ft5 fftpj 571 3f1^l3)7U| ft) W7^)37 ft; ftp? 
HlsfTl 3?) ft I 571 333 3Tl 7317 ft TTlft ^ fftl RTlft 3ft ^ft«ll'f) 3313 ft 75 3^ft ft5 
3 m fft#)3 W3t3w ft) TTPjftt aff7 35 mfa 357 31 fftrft) 7i ift3 l>3) rttt 3 ft 
71373171 3ft 7317 ft TTlft 5 !? 517(113 37 fftujl'f) 51313 ft 33#31#) 3T7ft ft; feP? 5713?! 
^31731 ft 2317H1 3H 7135dl ft I 

571 7133 ft 33# an# 5J71 517lft5?3^3( 73ft 33 71317117 3371 3333335 

#171 :- 

( 35 ) 3171 49(35) ftran gRTft,97 ft iftft 7 # «f) I #tft ft 5 ft 7nf,94 3 ft fft^f) 

wf>3lftfl(1l 33 3313 3P?ft ft; fftp? clf^ 7#) fftRl 31 H3W1 I 

33 sireftl 7nn)fferer 7ifftf!l ft; 7m#) 3137 w wmif^t ft I mlfre m 3 ft 
^Tl-TJ^ra ftftnpl 731313 5171 3W 7177? #) 7# ft) fftl fftftl 731713 ft) 3(^7117 TIPJ 
3f) 7# 3171 49(35) 3ft 3T7I 52 3fl fftTfpH 3P?ft 5 ^ TO 31T7T ft i ^ft 313 ft 3 ? 
■HIOJ+1 #171 fft) 57lft; auftft) 3^ 7H7P3 (f)7 37 ft5q« Tift) 3)iqf*qfl0 ?)n 37^ 
3333lft3; 3fft7ftffT3) ft 731337 51^735 5Hf&3W3 313ft ailft?) 3ft y fe tlft) 3T13 ft 
71PJ 3P?ft ft) 3)'HI7|WI fftyfTO 33 3(1813 ft T13R11 #l57133lft311#3(l#?713ft3? 
3T3fft( ijTTT? 7#) t I 

(75) >f7 ft) ft) ft) ft ft'JjC! 37 3ft ft^mi 37 3113fft 3Plft ft; fcPJ ftPTTl 571 5Tf?)3m 

3ft 7181731 3J) ’jftlft) ft) # 3fl7 5713ft 3)fft3fft3(ll 3ft #331 ft; f^ 3157)3 7#) f#Rl 

#1 
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^ wrftt flwwn w ^ *nft t 1 ^ snftrawur ^ ^rro ^ ^ojt 

^ 575097! Mft) 957MT m#TT 3fhT «ft)93 3f!7T7!5 ftfft 95J SlftejT!) Mft) 9M7M1 tnftm I 
( w ) ST97 W7T 97 9917)9) & ftp? 7T9K? m? 9977) ft) 779«J ft T?95 aj^j TJttZf ^ 

^°r <75 '(*i! 3f|t|^fT> Si'll I 5ra 4 *?M ft) 'ft ft) ft <797 WeT 97 ‘•JHI^^cn WHiyt gft 

wftra mb fftfftm 9977 mri ft) ftn? 997 977779 97577 fbm $ I mfc mi'sui ft arftm 
^ ^ 59! 5R3m 95! ftefa Mlf) fftmi # I VM ft) ’ft ft) 95t FMTft JZK1 VWf 9^ 
Tw-^aiai) ft) st^tw flfttfftra httiih 977577 ^vft 9ft ft) gft ft I 571 ft 

7«ra 97 jmra-ftl ft) 9MR) fts mi ft 5 * gm# ft iprft ffr^ (Mg ?nfti(i^ 

ft) («*lf?lfl) 977179 97 fft)ft) arfcTM Ww ft) 3TC7ref)g ft)g7 I 
21 TfftwmiT: ®te 739) 9577W) Mfftrf%rc! M ftp? wt) ft :■ 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 18th June, 1999 

No, TAMP/5/97-MBPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred under Sections, 49, 50, and 50(B) of the Major Ports 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby decides the application made by M/s. Ispat 
Industries Limited for reduction/rationalisation in the tariffs at the Mumbai Port Trust, in connection with transhipment 
operations of their iron ore cargo destined for the Dharamtar (minor) port, as in the order appended hereto. 

Tariff Authority -for IN/I »j or Ports 


Ca»e No.TAMP/5/97-BRT 
M/s. ispat Industries Limited _ 

Applicant 

V/s 


The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 

ORDER: 

Respondent 


( Passed on this 2nd day of June 99 ) 

This case relates to an application by M/s. Ispat Industries Limited 
(ML) for a reduction/rationalisation in the tariffs at the Mumbai Port Trust 
(MBPT) in connection with transhipment operations of their iron ore cargo 
destined for the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 

2. The ML have a Sponge Iron Plant at the Raigarh District in 
Maharashtra. They take the iron ore (in the form of lumps and pellets) from the 
Ports of Paradip, Visakhapatnam, New Mangalore, and Mormugao to the 
Dharamtar (minor) Port which is near their Plant. 

3. The Ill’s contention is that the tariffs levied at the MBPT are 
either illegal or excessive. Hence this application. 

4. The case started with an initial application on 4 July 97 from the 
IIL. The l!L also had disputes with the Jawaharial Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) and 
the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) relating to handling and shipment of their iron ore 
cargo. They had filed applications in this regard also. After preliminary 
consultations with the IIL and the Port Trusts concerned, it was decided to 
register separate cases for the different ports. Accordingly, the MBPT’s 
comments were invited with reference to the issues pertaining to this case. 
These comments were received vide MBPT’s letter dated 16 August 97. The 
IIL gave a rejoinder with reference to the comments received from the MBPT. 

5. In accordance with the prescribed procedure, this case was taken 
up for a joint hearing in Delhi on 4 May 98. At the joint hearing, before going 
into the merits of the case, the MBPT raised certain preliminary objections 
about the Authority’s jurisdiction to consider this case. 

6. Another joint hearing to consider the preliminary objections raised 
by the MBPT was held on 3 July 98. During the joint hearing, the Counsel for 
the MBPT made the following observations: 
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(i) . The collective body of members alone can take any decision as 

the Authority. 

(ii) . The whole Authority shall be present at any hearing. It is not 

open to the Chairman to hold hearings single, even on behalf of 
the others. 

(iii) . The Authority does not have the power to direct the Board of 

Trustees. Only the Government can give such directives. 

(iv) . The prayer for 'exemption' can not be entertained by the Authority 

since the statute does not empower it to grant exemptions. 

(v) . The averment about ‘violation of Resolution’ in Prayer - B ought 

properly to be addressed to the Board of Trustees and not to the 
Authority. 

7. The Counsel for the IIL, during the course of the joint hearing, 
made the following submissions: 

(i) . Hea'ring only by the full Authority is a misconceived objection by 

the MBPT Counsel. 

(ii) . TAMP has been given total discretion to regulate its procedures. 

(iii) . Normally orders are not signed by all Members of the Authority. 

Only the Chairman or a Member has been authorised to 
authenticate its orders. 

(iv) . The decisions cited by the MBPT Counsel are irrelevant. They 

cannot be the basis for rejecting IIL’s petition. 

8. With reference to the objections raised by the MBPT Counsel, the 
IIL also proposed an amendment to its earlier petition. 

9. The case was then considered by this Authority in its meeting 
held on 27 July 98. This Authority rejected all the preliminary objections raised 
by the MBPT. It was decided that a petition should not be dismissed only on 
the ground of faulty pleadings; the better course of action would be to proceed 
with the case in line with the substance of the case and take an appropriate 
and reasonable decision on merits. It was also decided that the case should be 
processed for consideration on merits after amendment of the pleadings. A 
formal order to this effect was passed on 27 July 98 and published in the 
Gazette of India on 13 August 98. 

10. The IIL submitted an amended application on 22 September 98 

pursuant to the said order of the Authority. The salient contentions of the IIL’s 
amended prayers are as follows: * 
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(i) . TAMP may direct and lay down that the basic conditions for levy 

of any charges or tariff by the MBPT should be that the facilities of 
infrastructures established by the Port Trust are utilised or the 
services rendered by the Port Trust are availed of by the vessel 
on which the charges are sought to be imposed. 

(ii) . TAMP may direct that no cargo-related charges or tariffs of any 

description shall be levied by the MBPT in respect of any vessel 
which is anchored outside the Mumbai port limits. 

(iii) . TAMP may direct that the charges and tariffs levied on vessels 

which are merely anchored within the Mumbai port limits during 
the monsoon, or otherwise during foul weather conditions, and 
which vessels do not otherwise utilise any of the facilities or 
services of the port, be charged a reasonable tariff instead of the 
present levy of transiting charges of Rs.15/- PMT. 

11- The MBPT has pleaded for rejection of the representation made 

by the IIL on the following grounds: 

(i) . The order dated 22 July 98 holds that there can be no 

retrospective amendment of rates. 

(ii) . Under Sections 48-51 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963, the 

Authority’s jurisdiction is limited to fixing of rates; and, for 
prospective application at that. 

(iii) . The TAMP has no jurisdiction to direct the Board of Trustees not 

to levy and recover charges, not prescribed under Sections 48-51 
of the said Act. 

The subject matter concerns the Board’s decision of 8 March 94 
to levy and recover charges at Rs.15/- PMT for lighterage operations with effect 
from 1994 for which no provision existed in the Scale of Rates. Thus, in effect, 
the representation made by the IIL seeks a review by the TAMP of the Baord’s 
decision of 94 and to legitimise the non-payment of outstanding charges for the 
lighterage operations at the Bombay Floating Lights (BFL) which is allegedly 
beyond the jurisdiction of the MBPT. 

13. Another joint hearing was held in Mumbai on 13 November 98 to 

consider this case. During the course of the joint hearing, the IIL filed further 
written submissions in reply to the further written submissions made by the 
MBPT. The IIL also produced a copy of the Court order dated 11 November 98 
ordering the MBPT not to carry out the threat to stop transit of barges carrying 
cargo through the MBPT water from the midnight of 11 November 98 or any 
time thereafter. Based on the declaration filed by Shri. K.S. Cheema, General 
Manager of the IIL, on 14 November 98, the Authority passed an interlocutory 
order on 14 November 98 requiring the MBPT to maintain the position as 
hithertofore during the pendency of the case. 
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14. In the meanwhile the MBPT also proposed a tariff for transit cargo 
which has been under consideration in a separate case. In view of its direct 
implication for the Applicant’s case in reference, it was decided to process the 
proposal in conjunction with this case. 

15. The interlocutory order passed by the Authority was not accepted 
by the Bombay High Court; they said, their order dated 17 November 98 was 
meant to be subject to the final verdict in the proceedings before the Tariff 
Authority and not to an interlocutory one. 

16. The ML has made its submissions in two parts in respect of: (i) 
operations carried out at the BFL (outside the Murr^"* port limits); and, (ii) 
operations carried out at the anchorage (inside the Mumbai port limits). Its 
comments on each of the operations are given below: 

(i). Operations carried out at the BFL (outsi de the Mumbai port 
limits): 

(a) . The MBPT has no jurisdiction or authority in law to levy 

any charges either vessel-related or cargo-related in 
respect of operations carried outside its port limits. The 
BFL neither comes within the port limits of the MBPT not 
does it fall in the port approaches. Port approaches in 
relation to a port means those parts of navigable rivers and 
channels leading to the port in which the Indian Ports Act is 
in force. The BFL is in the open sea outside the Mumbai 
port limits and as such no charges can be levied by the 
MBPT for any operation carried out at the BFL. 

(b) . At the BFL, the mother vessel is anchored. The cargo, i.e., 

iron ore are transferred from the mother vessel to the 
barges which innocently navigate through the waters falling 
within the limits of the Mumbai Port without utilising any of 
the services. The barges have to navigate through the 
MBPT waters as it is the only approach to the Dharamtar 
Port where the Applicant’s Plant is situated. The IIL is 
paying full cargo-related charges as well as vessel-related 
charges to Dharamtar Port. If IIL is compelled to pay 
cargo-related charges to the MBPT also, it will be a double 
levy of cargo-related charges for no fault on the part of the 
IIL. 

(c) . Unless it is established that the barges of the IIL are 

actually causing expenditure or loss of any description to 
the MBPT which requires to be reimbursed or 
compensated, no charges at all are to be levied on such 
barges. 

(d) . All port dues and vessel-related charges of barges are paid 

to the MBPT as per Section 50(B) of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963. Section 50(B) authorises the levy of port dues 
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only and no cargo-related charges in respect of a vessel 
which enters port waters but does not pick up or release 
any goods or passenger therein. Even such port dues 
cannot by virtue of Section 50(B) exceed 50% of port dues 
leviable on vessels which berth at the Docks in the Mumbai 
Port. Therefore, in cases where vessels / barges transit 
through the MBPT port limits without any handling of goods 
within the port waters, only port dues (and not cargo- 
related charges) can be levied and that too to the extent of 
not more than 50% of the port dues levied in respect of 
vessels which berth at the Docks of the Mumbai Port. 

(e) . The ML barges do not use \rr dredged channel while 

approaching the Dharamtar Pert. In fact, there is no 
dredged channel leading to the Dharamtar Port. In respect 
of navigation services and other vessel-related services 
which are supposed to be availed of by the barges, there 
are separate pilotage and other dues which are recovered 
by the MBPT. Even these dues must be subjected to the 
limits under Section 50(B) of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963. 

(f) . The MBPT does not levy cargo-related charges on the 

cargo destined for the JNPT though the vessels carrying 
cargo to the JNPT make use of the infrastructure (dredged 
channels) created within the Mumbai port limits. The 
MBPT charges only a very small portion of vessel-related 
charges which is built into the port tariff of the JNPT and 
which is between Rs.1.60 and Rs.1.80 PMT of GRT of the 
vessel. 

(g) . The MBPT is not levying any cargo-related charges in 

respect of cargo bound for the JNPT even though the 
barges bound for the JNPT travel through the dredged 
channels provided by the MBPT. Levy of cargo-related 
charges only on vessels bound for the Dharamtar Port, 
while exempting vessels bound for the JNPT from such 
cargo-related charges, is highly arbitrary and unjust and 
the same is directly contrary to the principles relating to the 
determination of charges. Therefore, the Authority may not 
sanction any cargo-related charges to be levied when the 
mother vessels are anchored at the BFL (outside the 
Mumbai port limits) and the cargo is transhipped through 
smaller barges which innocently pass through the natural 
waters falling within the Mumbai port limits. The BFL 
neither falls within the Mumbai port limits nor in the port 
approaches. The Authority may also alter the port dues 
and the vessel-related charges in respect of the barges 
passing through the Mumbai port limits and not discharging 
or taking any cargo or passengers therein as per the 
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provisions of Section 50(B) of the Major Port Trusts Act 
1963. 

(•')■ Operations carried out at the Anchorage (inside the Mumbai port 
limits) 

(a) . In this case, the mother vessel is anchored at the 

anchorage within the Mumbai port limits. The iron ore is 
transferred from the mother vessel to the barges which 
innocently navigate through the natural waters within the 
Mumbai port limits without utilising any of the services 
while proceeding to the Dharamtar jetty. 

(b) . The cargo is transhipped from the mother vessel to the 

barges by IIL's own cranes and no facilities are provided 
by the MBPT. 

(c) . All port dues and cargo-related charges in respect of the 

mother vessel as well as in respect of the barges are paid 
to the MBPT. 

(d) . In addition to the port dues and vessel-related charges, the 

IlL has been forced to pay cargo-related charges. 

(e) In addition to the port dues and vessel-related charges, the 
IlL has been forced to pay cargo-related charges 
(transiting charges) @ Rs.15/- PMT of the cargo 
transhipped from the mother vessel to the barges and 
carried to the Dharamtar Port, though these charges were 
neither sanctioned nor notified as was mandatorily required 
by law. These charges have been paid by the IlL under 
protest. 

(f) . All port dues, vessel-related charges, and cargo-related 

charges in respect of the cargo carried by the barges from 
the mother vessel to the Dharamtar Port are also paid to 
the Dharamtar Port, where the cargo is handled. 

(g) . The MBPT is levying on Reliance Industries Limited only 

25% of the applicable wharfage charges when the cargo is 
transhippped directly to Hazira. This 25% charge is levied 
on Reliance’s vessels even though these vessels weigh 
anchor within MBPT waters and unload their cargo within 
such port waters. This must be treated as the benchmark 
or guiding principle for levy of charges on the IlL also. 
Otherwise, it will be highly discriminatory and arbitrary. 

(h) . The only service provided by the MBPT to these vessels is 

a place in the anchorage. No other facility or service is 
provided to the vessels; neither is the infrastructure of the 
port at all availed of by the vessels. All port dues, vessel- 
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related charges, and cargo-related charges are paid by the 
IIL to the Dharamtar Port. The ML is also paying port dues 
and vessel-related charges to the MBPT even though no 
facilities or services or infrastructure of the MBPT is 
available of or used. Therefore, the Authority may sanction 
such amount of cargo-related charges as it deems fit and 
proper in the circutnstances of the case. However, it can 
not be more than 25% of the wharfage charges as in the 
case of Reliance Industries Limited when the mother 
vessel is berthed in the docks, which comes to Rs.6/- PMT, 
the wharfage charges at berth being Rs.24/- PMT in 
respect of iron ore. 

17. Another joint hearing in the case was held in Mumbai on 23 
January 99 in which the representatives of MANSAA, INSA, CSLA, SCI, and 
IMC also participated. This was done in the light of the decision to progress 
together this case of the IIL and the proposal of the MBPT to levy a tariff on 
‘transit cargo’. 

18. In its written submissions, the MBPT has stated as under: 

(i) . The MBPT has sought the present amendment to be levied on 

cargo unloaded from mother vessels anchored just outside the 
port limits but within the port approaches where cargo is 
transhipped in barges through the waters of the Port Trust. 

(ii) . The Port Trust is entitled to levy a lighterage charge on vessels 

which transfer or tranship goods either in the port approaches or 
port waters. 

(iii) . Lighterage operations which involve transhipment of goods 

between vessels whether berthed inside the port limits or within 
the port approaches and which goods are transhipped through 
the port waters, involves the provision of a number of services in 
relation to monitoring and control of the movement of such 
vessels. Whenever vessels regularly and especially for 
commercial purposes navigate the waters of the Port Trust, a 
number of services are required to be rendered in order to ensure 
the safe and unhindered passage through the waters of the Port 
Trust. 

(iv) . Passage of vessels through the waters of the Port Trust would 

also invariably involve utilisation at one point of time or the other 
and for varying periods, the dredged channels of the port waters. 
The cost of dredging and maintaining such channel is enormous 
and has to be undertaken by the Port Trust irrespective of 
whether the mother vessel involved in lighterage operations 
anchors within or beyond the port waters. 
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(v) . The Port Trust also provides various facilities like harbour 

patrolling, navigational aids such as lighthouses, signal stations, 
buoys beacons, boundary pillars, light vessels and dredging of 
water channels to the entire shipping trade utilising the waters of 
the Port Trust. For providing these services, the Port Trusts has 
incurred an expenditure of approximately Rs.16 crores during 
1997-98. A similar expenditure has to be incurred every year. 
They have, therefore, stated that the contentions made out by the 
IIL that the barges involved in lighterage operations do no utilise 
any facilities of the Port Trust is not correct. 

(vi) . The statement of the IIL about their right to innocent passage is 

not correct. The barges of the IIL do traverse from approach 
channel for a distance of 4-5 mils prior to entering the Dharamtar 
Creek. These barges navigate through the main harbour channel 
upto the pilot ground to Dharamtar cross line for a distance of 
about 2Vi miles through MBPT Anchorage Berths. Main harbour 
channel and Anchorage Berths are maintained by the MBPT by 
way of providing navigational aid, dredging of channels, and 
monitoring of VTMS. 

(vii) . The MBPT has established VTMS at Mole Station, Ballard Pier, 

Indira Dock, which monitors the vessel traffic right from the 
approach channel to the Docks and within the harbour including 
the IIL barges passing through the main harbour channel. The 
MBPT has incurred Rs.30 crores for installation of this VTMS. 

(viii). The payment made by M/s. Reliance Industries Limited are not 
comparable with the payment s made by the IIL for the following 
reasons: 

(a) . If the IIL was not permitted to conduct lighterage 

operations at the approach channel at the BFL then their 
mother vessel would necessarily have to enter the Mumbai 
Harbour for lighterage operations and the charges in such 
an event would be certainly higher than the rate of 
throughput i.e., Rs.15 per tonne. 

(b) . The phrase ‘innocent passage’ is a misnomer, in as much 

as any vessel navigating the waters of the Port Trust has 
necessarily to utilise at least one or the other of the 
facilities provided by the Port Trust. 

(c) . The barges of the IIL cover at least a distance of 4-5 mils 

though the MBPT waters prior to entering the Dharamtdr 
Port. It has, therefore, been contended that the Port Trust 
is entitled to impose conditions under which any goods are 
transhipped from within the port approaches. The charges 
leviable by the Port are, therefore, not restricted to vessels 
and cargo transhipped from within the Port limits. 
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19. The last hearing of the case took place on 23 January 99. This 
hearing was attended by the representative of MANSAA also. The ML has 
made the following prayers: 

(i) . TAMP may declare that the cargo-related charges of Rs.15/- PMT 

levied by the MBPT in respect of the cargo operations carried out 
within the Port limits and outside the port limits under Resolutions 
No. 123 and No.50 are bad in law and null and void. 

(ii) . TAMP may disapprove and disallow the cargo-related charges 

suggested by the new proposal of the MBPT and allow only a 
maximum of Rs.6/- PMT in respect of the cargo operations 
carried out within the port limits and ‘nil’ cargo-related charges in 
respect of the operations carried out outside the Mumbai port 
limits. 

20. With reference to the various written submissions made by the 
parties to this case, and with reference to the different points made by various 
parties at the joint hearings on 17 December 98, 23 January 99, and 25 
January 99, the issues that arise for final consideration can be analysed as 
follows: 

(i) . Issue: 

Whether the preliminary objections raised in this case by the 
MBPT about various issues relating to jurisdiction and scope of 
authority of the TAMP need to be gone into afresh in detail. 
These objections are the same as the ones raised by the 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) in the ML case relating to 
their port. 

Analysis: 

Since the legal issues involved are the same, and since they have 
all been conclusively dealt with in the Authority’s earlier order 
dated 18 June 98 (passed in Case No.TAMP/2/97-JNPT between 
the ML and the JNPT), we need not, perhaps, go into them again. 
It may be sufficient to cite the (earlier) order in reference. It is 
noteworthy that this order was repeatedly referred to by both the 
parties at different stages of the proceedings. 

(ii) . Issue : 

With particular reference to the pleadings in and proceedings of 
this case, the MBPT had raised five preliminary objections. 

Analysis: 

These, again, were considered by the Authority in its Eleventh 
meeting in 27 July 98 and conclusively disposed of. The 
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speaking order dated 27 July 98 passed in this regard analyses of 
the objections and the related issues in great detail before 
disposing them of as decided by the Authority. That being so, 
notwithstanding the fact that some of these objections were cited 
again by the MBPT at the time of the arguments, we need not go 
into them again. It will be sufficient to refer to the fact that the 
said objections were conclusively disposed of in the Authority’s 
(earlier) order dated 27 July 98. 

(iii). i SS USI 

Although the issues relating to and the preliminary objections 
about faulty pleadings has, as explained above, been already 
conclusively disposed of in the Authority’s (earlier) order in 
reference, in view of its substantive significance to the 
proceedings, and bearing in mind the reiteration of this objection 
by the MBPT at later stages of the proceedings, we feel, by way 
of abundant caution, we must consider this objection and dispose 
it of again. 

WY Sig: 

While it is a fact that, in their first communication to us, the IIL had 
referred to the problem in general terms and only specified faulty 
compliance of the Board’s Resolution, it cannot be concluded that 
they had no other intent in respect of this matter. As can be seen 
from the various other documents available on record, they have 
consistently been objecting to the levies in reference; and, the 
MBPT has not been able to show that the IIL had ‘consented’ at 
any stage. In line with this conduct, the IIL has challenged the 
legality of the MBPT Board’s Resolution in this case also. This 
was no doubt done at a subsequent stage. But, it has to be 
recognised in this context that amendments to pleadings are 
always possible during pendency of a case. Specific written 
submissions stating unambiguously the intent of their contentions 
and the import of their objections have been filed. And, all of this 
has been done with the Authority's approval. We accepted the IIL 
argument that, if the matter was otherwise tenable and 
maintainable, a petition should not be dismissed on the ground 
only on faulty pleadings; the better course of action would be to 
proceed with the case, require the party to amend the pleadings 
in line with the substance of the case; and, take an appropriate 
and reasonable decision on merits. 

It has also to be recognised in this context that the functioning of 
a regulatory mechanism in the Ports Sector in our country is a 
new feature and is still an evolving system. In this situation, there 
has to be flexibility of procedures; any rigid application of 
technicalities will defeat the very purpose of the new system 
introduced. Both the Port Trust and the port-users have to be 
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shown a lot of latitude until all concerned understand the new 
system and adjust to it. 

On this reckoning, the objection in reference of the MBPT does 
not merit consideration; and, its earlier rejection deserves to be 
reiterated. 

(iv) . Issue: 

The MBPT has objected to the IIL being permitted to file this case 
with the Tariff Authority on the ground that it has simultaneously 
invoked the jurisdiction of the Civil Court as also the Writ 
jurisdiction of the High Court. 

Aaalyais; 

This objection does not hold force. The Hon’ble High Court of 
Maharashtra, while entertaining the writ has itself observed that 
its (interim) direction would be subject to the final order in the 
proceedings before the Tariff Authority. And, the IIL has certified 
that the civil suit is about levy of (penal) interest and not on the 
issues canvassed in this case. This certification by the IIL has not 
been adequately countered by the MBPT. All that has been 
argued on behalf of the MBPT is that the Civil Court cannot 
decide on interest alone; it has to be go into the Board Resolution 
which Will call for an independent adjudication; and, therefore, the 
Tariff Authority shall not at this stage interfere in the matter. We 
are not sure whether such a sweeping interpretation of the civil 
matter in reference can be made to extinguish the proceedings 
before this Authority. This objection is accordingly rejected. 

(v) . Issue: 

According to the MBPT, this case is not entertainable for the 
reason that the impugned levy has arisen not out of any order 
passed under the MPT Act but out of a contractual arrangement 
between the two parties. 

Analysis: 

Apart from the fact that one of the parties to the said contract 
denies the fact of any contractual arrangement, there is nothing 
on record also to substantiate this claim. On the contrary, the 
record clearly shows it to be a Resolution of the Board passed in 
exercise of its statutory powers on a proposal framed by the Port 
Trust Authorities. That apart, there can be no scope for such 
contractual arrangements that tend to sidetrack statutory 
provisions relating to tariff setting. In the circumstance, the 
argument about a contractual arrangement appears to be an 
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after-thought of a flimsy ploy to take this matter out of this 
Authority’s jurisdiction. 

(vi) . Issue: 

Extending this line of argument, the MBPT has questioned the 
Tariff Authority’s power to direct the'Board not to levy and recover 
charges not prescribed under Sections 48-51 of the MPT Act. It 
has been contended that to deny this discretion to the Board will 
amount to denial of provision of service by the Port until rates are 
notified by the Tariff Authority. 

Analysis: 

This argument obviously is specious and cannot be accepted as it 
tends to promote sidetracking of statutory provisions. The logic 
advocated in this argument will render the whole regulatory 
system meaningless. 

While dealing with various preliminary objections raised in 
different cases earlier about the jurisdiction of the TAMP, the 
stated position of this Authority has been as follows: 

“The powers and functions of the Board of Trustees are 
all administrative in nature and this Authority is not 
concerned with such administrative functions. This 
Authority will only be concerned with the quasi-judicial 
functions that the amended Statute has taken away from 
the Board of Trustees and vested in it. In our view, this 
was a deliberate act of the legislature to distinguish 
between administrative and quasi-judicial 
powers/functions so as to ensure that there was no 
violation of the principles of natural justice.” 

Significantly, as has rightly been questioned by the IIL, if the 
MBPT proposal to introduce a tariff for ‘transit cargo’ is now 
required to be approved by the Tariff Authority, as has been 
admitted in the tariff proposal separately submitted, how could the 
Government sanction for it (or, for that matter, Gazette notification 
therefor) not have been necessary in 1994? 

(vii) . Issue: 

Pursuing its line of strange arguments, the MBPT has even come 
up with a preposterous proposition. It has argued, the Tariff 
Authority under Section 49(A)(2) has limited powers; thereunder it 
can only modify a lawfully notified tariff; the rate approved in 
March 94 is not a lawfully notified tariff; the Tariff Authority cannot, 
therefore, touch it under lawl 
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Analysis: 

This is not just a case of opportunistic hairsplitting; the sheer 
brazenness of the intent of this argument to circumvent the law is 
truly astounding. 

The March 94 Resolution of the Board was an illegality. In the 
backdrop of the arguments now being advanced on behalf of the 
MBPT, it is in fact being shown up to be a case of brazen violation 
of law. Whether it is an 'inadvertent irregularity’ capable of repair 
or whether it is an incurable 'wilful violation of law’ can be 
debatable. But, as succinctly su. ^ ... -I "p by the learned Counsel 
for the IIL, the fact of the matter hat the MBPT has only 
challenged the competence of this Authority to question the 
validity of the existing rate and has not requested for validation of 
any irregularity. 

Even if it is assumed that the MBPT is seeking to derive validity 
for its Resolution by virtue of its ‘right to levy rates’ as contained in 
Section 29(1 )(a) of the MPT Act, one cannot escape the fact that 
in March 94, Section 52 ibid had not been omitted/deleted. In 
other words, the Resolution of March 94 could not have been 
legitimised without governmental sanction under Section 52 of the 
Act. 


(viii). Issue: 

Astonishingly, persisting in its pursuit of ‘alternatives’, the MBPT 
has argued that wording of Section 49(A)(2), in its ambiguous 
reference to “chargeable” rates, can lead to development of 
similar anomalous arrangements. If this is found to be a lacuna in 
this statutory provision, it has been argued, one has to live with it 
until it is amended; it cannot be corrected by principles of 
interpretation. 

Analysis: 

The speciousness of this contention, again, needs no special 
expose. It is an elementary case of the MBPT confusing between 
the expressions ‘chargeable’ and 'charged. Its learned Counsel 
has alluded to a ‘charged’ rate and argued about the statutory 
provision relating to a ‘chargeable’ rate. 

(ix). Isa#:, 

The MBPT has challenged the right of the IIL to question its 
Resolution to levy a charge of Rs.15/- PMT on transit cargo on 
grounds of an estoppel. Permission for the lighterage operations 
was granted subject to payment of Rs.15/- PMT. Having availed 
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of the facility so offered, the IIL cannot now question the 
arrangement. 

Analysis: 

This argument is fallacious. As has sufficiently been 
demonstrated by the documents available on record, the IIL has 
consistently been protesting against the levy. In other words, 
there was no mutual understanding or a harmonious 
arrangement. The IIL was compelled to do what it did. That 
being so, there can be no question of estoppel. Also, what is 
involved is a basic legal issue - did the MBPT at all have the 
jurisdiction to prescribe such s levy? And, as explained in para 
20,(xii) below, a question of illegality has to be taken note of, 
entertained and dealt with whenever it comes to light. In the 
result, this objection deserves to be rejectedL 

(x). Before proceeding further, it will be useful to understand the main 
facts of the case. This case arises out of an application moved by 
the IIL alleging arbitrary levy of charges by the MBPT, on the 
pretext of a notional rendering of service in respect of their barges 
having innocent passage of the MBPT waters without availing any 
part of the port infrastructure. 

The operations involved are of two types: 

(a) . The mother vessel is anchored at the Bombay Floating 

Lights (BFL). The iron ore cargo is transhipped from the 
mother vessel to barges. The barges thereafter go through 
the MBPT natural waters, cut across the MBPT channel, 
and access the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 

(b) . The mother vessel is anchored at the Anchorage within the 

MBPT limits. The iron ore cargo is transhipped from the 
mother vessel to the barges. The barges thereafter go 
through the MBPT waters, without utilising any of the 
services, to reach the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 

In respect of the operations described at (a) above, the MBPT 
levies port dues and pilotage charges on the barges on the 
ground that they use the MBPT waters including its ‘channel’. In 
addition, they also charge Rs.15/- PMT as a cargo-related charge 
on the ground that, but for the permission given for the operation 
at the BFL, the vessel would have had to go into the MBPT for 
c argo operations thereby contributing to its revenue earnings, 
i he MBPT has sought to justify its action with the contention that 
Tie Port Trust has the authority to levy charges for operations 
even at ‘port approaches’. 
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In respect of the operations described at (b) above, the MBPT 
levies anchorage charges, port dues, and pilotage, as vessel- 
related charges. The levy of R$.15/- PMT as a cargo-related 
charge on transhipped cargo is repeated here also. 

The IIL case is that the MBPT has no jurisdiction to levy any 
charges at all for operations outside the port limits. The MBPT 
cannot also levy any cargo-related charges as the IIL cargo are 
all ‘transit cargo’, meant for the Dharamtar (minor) Port, and 
having only ‘innocent passage’ of the MBPT waters. The IIL 
barges have no other access to the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 
Cutting across a channel cannot be said to amount to using it; in 
any case, the IIL barges require only a shallow draft; any 
consideration of the dredging activity relating to the channel will 
be of no relevance. That being so, there shall be no levy of 
vessel-related charges on the barges also. If at all, the vessel- 
related charges shall be limited to 50% of the normally applicable 
charges as stipulated in Section 50(B) of the MPT Act. 
Significantly, the MBPT does not levy any such charges on the 
vessels going to the JNPT which actually ‘use’ the MBPT channel 
for a long length. It is unjustifiable for the MBPT to so blatantly 
discriminate against the IIL in this matter. 

The IIL admits to using the MBPT anchorage during monsoon 
months when the rough weather inhibits transhipment operations 
at the BFL. While it has no objection to paying the vessel-related 
charges for such operations, here again, its contention is that levy 
of port due at full charges will be unjustified in the light of the 
unambiguous provisions of Section 50(B) of the Act about 
charging a port due not exceeding half the normal rate when a 
vessel enters the port but does not discharge or take in any cargo 
or passengers therein. Also, here again, it objects to the levy of 
Rs.15/- PMT as cargo-related charges. Only, in this case, its 
objection is not that it is illegal but that it is excessive. In this 
connection, it refers to the special dispensation given to the 
Reliance Industries Limited (RIL) who have been allowed to have 
transhipment cargo operations at the anchorage with a levy of 
only 25% of the normal wharfage charge. 

(xi). Admittedly, the BFL area is outside the MBPT limits. The IIL has 
shown it to be ‘the coordinates’ of the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 
The MBPT has not been able to produce any documentary 
evidence that the BFL area forms part of a navigable river or 
channel leading to the MBPT to support their contention that the 
BFL area falls within the ‘port approaches’. For extending the 
tariff jurisdiction beyond its limits, the onus was on the MBPT to 
show that the area was in the ‘port approaches’. This onus has 
not been discharged. That being so, it cannot be said that, in 
terms of Section 48 and 49 of the MPT Act, the MBPT has any 
right to levy rates for operations at the BFL area. Applying the 
principle of opportunity cost, it may be reasonable for the MBPT 
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to contend that it cannot forego its revenue earnings from 
potential traffic; but, it cannot seek to apply the principle to 
operations in areas not within its (legal) reach. Be that as it may, 
the ML observation that no details, no reference to service 
provided, no reference to costs (revenue or capital) incurred, etc., 
have been given by the MBPT is not valid for the reason that what 
is relevant here is not the quid pro quo for a service rendered but 
the ‘opportunity cost’ of the traffic involved. 

As regards the barges going from the BFL area to the Dharamtar 
(minor) Port, the IIL has extrapolated the doctrine of ‘easement of 
necessity' to claim a ‘passage of necessity’ as applied to 
maritime situations. International examples (pertaining to the 
Mississippi area, Black Sea area) have been cited. Examples 
nearer home (of vessels traversing the MBPT waters - including 
its channel - to go to the JNPT and beyond) have also been cited 
as relevant cases in point In the face of all this, how can it be 
contended that ‘cutting across the channel’ amounts to using it 
attracting levy of a charge! To cover the quid pro quo angle, the 
MBPT has argued that there cannot be an exact correspondence 
between tariff and use of facilities in such cases of ‘deemed use’. 
One cannot but appreciate the aptness of the sense of humour of 
the learned Counsel for the IIL that this would be like a 
restauranteer charging a man on the pavement outside the 
restaurant for inhaling the fragrance of the food served inside! 

Reacting aggressively to the charge of discriminating between 
vessels going to the JNPT (and beyond) and the IIL vessels going 
to the Dharamtar (minor) Port in total disregard of the 
easement/passage of necessity requirement, the MBPT has 
argued that the claim for ‘easement’ will be relevant only if there 
is no option. There is an option available in this case: the IIL can 
go to the MBPT and then take their cargo by road to the 
Dharamtar (minor) Port. The audaciousness of this proposition is 
appalling. There is no explanation available why this option is not 
brought to fore while considering vessels bound for JNPT and 
beyond. If the logic behind this proposition is conceded, then, 
land-locked countries can be denied terrestrial access on the 
ground that they can use the aerial route. This argument, if 
pursued, will knock at the fundamentals of civil rights and trigger a 
travesty of justice. 

It will be difficult also to justify levy of the vessel-related charges 
with reference to safety considerations for the reason that the IIL 
barges rigidly follow the route and timings given by the MBPT for 
crossing the channel. If at all there has to be a charge for doing 
this exercise of monitoring the traffic, it has to be a very nominal 
one as in the case of vessels going to the JNPT and beyond. 
And, as rightly contended by the IIL, such a charge shall also be 
settled institutionally between the MBPT and the Dharamtar 
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(minor) Port. There is no justification for the MBPT to follow 
different practices with different ports. 

In this connection, it will be necessary to spotlight the fact that the 
Dharamtar (minor) Port is a public port; it must not, therefore, be 
difficult for the MBPT to negotiate with it for an institutional 
arrangement. The Dharamtar (minor) Port incidentally is also the 
Customs-designated port for the ML; the MBPT cannot, therefore, 
have any objection to such a proposition emanating from this 
case. As has rightly been stressed by the IIL, for all their 
operations at the Dharamtar (minor) Port, they pay all vessel- 
related and cargo-related charges to the Dharamtar (minor) Port. 
This position about payments will facilitate any institutionalised 
arrangements, as in the case of the JNPT, of evolving a mutual 
sharing proposition between the two ports. Incidentally, it will also 
help to remove the objections about levy of ‘double charges’. 

(xii). Coming to the second type of operations - viz., transhipment 
operations at the anchorage - both issues relating to legality of 
the levy of full port due and the equity of the levy of Rs.15/- PMT 
as cargo-related charges have to be reckoned with. 

As has been emphatically argued by the IIL, the legal position is 
crystal clear about levy of port due when a vessel enters a port 
but does not discharge or take in any cargo or passengers 
therein. According to Section 50(B) of the.MPT Act, port due in 
such a case shall be charged at a rate to be determined by the 
Tariff Authority and not exceeding half the rate normally 
chargeable. Section 50(B) stipulates a special dispensation for 
vessels ‘entering a port but not discharging or taking in any 
cargo or passengers therein...’ This provision throws up the 
following issues for consideration: 

(a) . ‘Discharging’ connotes unloading whereas what is 

involved here is only ‘transhipment’ which connotes 
transfer from one vessel to another. 

(b) . Therein’ connotes in that place which signifies actual 

(and, not just implied) use of the various facilities. 

(c) . Significantly, the MBPT itself has admitted this to be a 

case of ‘transit’ cargo i.e., cargo ‘passing through'. 

(d) . This is a new provision introduced by the latest amending 

legislation apparently to cover emerging situations like 
increasing resort to transhipment operations especially 
those directed towards other destinations. 
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(e). The concessional levy envisaged emcompasses 
considerations relating to payments of full levies at the final 
destination so as to eliminate scope for allegations of 
double charge. 

There is thus no doubt about the fact that the ML vessels fall Into 
the category contemplated in Section 50(B) of the Act That 
being so, there can be no Question of port due being charged at 
the full rate. This Authority can, of course, determine a rate lower 
even than at 50%. We have no basis for deciding any particular 
rate. Also, bearing in mind the fact that Port Trusts do not get any 
budgetary support from the Government and have to be 
financially self-reliant, we will like to give the benefit of any doubt 
to be Port Trust and approve the maximum rate (i.e., 50% of the 
normal rate) permissible under law. 

It has to be recognised in this context that Section 50(B) refers 
specifically only to port due and not to other vessel-related 
charges. That being so, the benefit of the reduction 
recommended above will be available only to port due. 

The MBPT had objected to the ML raising this issue at a later 
stage in the proceedings. As has already been explained in para 
20.(iii) above, it has to be recognised that amendments to 
pleadings are always possible during pendency of a case. That 
apart, as has rightly been contended by the ML, a question of 
illegality has to be taken note of and dealt with by the Authority 
irrespective of when the point comes up. 

(xiii). Issue: 

The ML has argued that the principle enunciated in Section 50(B) 
shall apply to cargo-related charges also. 

AP9l.Yft& 

This argument is just not acceptable for the reason that the 
statute is quite explicit on the point leaving no room for doubt and 
no scope for its discretionary application. 

But, the ML contention about the special charge of Rs.15/- PMT 
on the ML barges being excessive can surely be entertained for 
scrutiny. No details are either available in the records or 
furnished by the MBPT to justify the rate applied. All that the 
record says is that it will be an ‘all-inclusive charge’. There is 
nothing on record to explain the expression ‘all-inclusive charge’. 

The ML has cited the case of the special dispensation approved 
by the MBPT for the RIL where only a 25% of the applicable 
wharfage rate is charged for their lighterage operation at the 
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anchorage transhipping liquid Ethylene. According to the IIL, this 
is another instance of blatant discrimination: RIL are charged only 
25% of the applicable wharfage charge [i.e. 25% of Rs.24/- * 
Rs.6/-] whereas the IIL is required to pay Rs.15/- PMT. The 
MBPT has not really cared to counter this charge. It has not 
really been explained why for RIL it is ‘applicable wharfage 
charge* and for the IIL it is ‘average approximate charge per 
tonne of throughput payable to the port as port charges'. But, 
that IIL is not comparing comparable rates is evident from the 
expression 'all-inclusive charge* employed in the Board 
Resolution of March 94. Further, if one goes into details like 
anchorage charge and other vessel-related charges, the 
distinction does become apparent. That being so, there may not 
be any ground for us to interfere with this rate. 

Nevertheless, it has to be noted that it is not appropriate for the 
MBPT to have such different prescriptions for different port-users. 
The arrangements in this regard will need to be rationalised. 

(xiv). From the above analysis, it is evident that the charges levied for 
operations at the BFL area (outside the port limits) are totally 
unjustified whereas the charges levied for operations at the 
anchorage can be justified with the modification described in 
paragraph 20,(xii) above. 

The IIL has tended to question the validity of the entire levy on the 
plea that the Resolution of March 94 is illegal for want of sanction 
by the Government and the Resolutions of February 97 and 
February 98 are illegal for want of approval of this Authority. 
While technically it will be correct to contend so, in real terms it 
need not necessarily be so. 

The MBPT has now sought this Authority’s approval for the levy of 
charges. Bearing in mind the fact that any retrospective 
annulment of charges will cause a financial chaos, and assuming 
the bona fides of a public trust, this Authority can liberally interpret 
the proposal to deal with it retrospectively. 

In this connection, it will be necessary to reckon with two 
arguments advanced by the IIL: 

(a). Section 49(A) came into being only in January 97. That 
being so, It can not be applied to save an irregularity of 
March 94. 

This objection is based on a surface reading of the 
amended Statute. The Authority has been advised by the 
MOST that, according to the Ministry of Law, the 
introduction of Section 49(A) has to be read with the 
deletion of Section 52. Such a reading will show that while 
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ordinarily its orders will have only prospective operation, in 
exceptional circumstances, the TAMP can have recourse to 
an extraordinary prescription of retroactively applying its 
orders. In the event, this objection of the IIL is not 
insurmountable. 

(b). The MBPT has only challenged the competence of this 
Authority to question the validity of the existing rate and 
has not requested for validation of any irregularity. 

This objection is factually accurate. This Authority will not, 
therefore, like to volunteer any initiatives in this regard and 
be accused of being over-indulgent. 

(xv). In respect of the charges levied for operations at the anchorage, it 
will be necessary to recall another fact. Recently, the MBPT had 
come up with a proposal to levy a composite charge - covering 
anchorage fee and transhipment charge - for transhipment 
operations at the anchorage. The Authority has not yet finally 
cleared this proposal; the MBPT has been advised to come up 
with a revised fbmriulation along the lines indicated by us. In this 
backdrop, any decision by us in this case in respect of charges for 
operations at the anchorage will have to be subject to any final 
prescriptions on a (revised) MBPT proposal. 

21. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the following 

decisions are taken: 

(I). The March 94 Resolution is devoid of legal validity. The question 
about curability of this infirmity has not been considered for want 
of a specific pleading therefor. 

(ii) . The levy of cargo-related charges of Rs.15/- PMT for operations 

at the BFL (outside the port limit) and the levy of port dues at the 
BFL on the daughter vessel is beyond the competence of the 
MBPT. 

(iii) . The levy of vessel-related charges on IIL barges crossing the 

MBPT channel to reach the Dharamtar (minor) Port is 
discriminatory and excessive. It has to be in line with (and, on the 
same basis of) the levy on vessels traversing the MBPT waters 
and channel en route JNPT (and beyond). The MBPT must enter 
into an Agreement with the Dharamtar (minor) Port for developing 
an institutionalised arrangement for recovery of vessel-related 
charges in such cases. The MBPT may come up with an 
appropriate proposal in this regard. 

(iv) . The levy of Rs.15/- PMT as composite cargo-related charges for 

IIL barges going from the MBPT anchorage to the Dharamtar 
(minor) Port suffers from a (curable) legal infirmity but is 
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otherwise justifiable. The MBPT may come up with a suitable 
proposal for its retrospective validation. 

(v) . The MBPT has various contractual arrangements with different 

bulk users. It will be useful to explore ways of rationalising the 
whole arrangement. 

(vi) . The levy of vessel-related charges on IIL vessels in connection 

with operations at the anchorage is justifiable subject to the 
modification that the port due shall be only 50% of the normally 
chargeable rate as stipulated in Section 50(B) of the Major Port 
Trusts Act. 

(vii) . The benefit of the provision in Section 50(B) ibid will be available 

only to levy of port due; it will not be available to levies of cargo- 
related charges or (even) to other vessel-related charges. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt./III/IV/Exty/143/99] 
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